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House  adjourned  at  thirty  minutes  past  Five  of  the  clock. 
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Agriculture  and  Technical  Instruction  (Iukland) — Bill  for  establishing  a 
Department  of  Agriculture  and  other  Industries  and  Technical  Instruction 
in  Ireland,  and  for  other  purposes  connected  therewith,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Gerald  Balfour,  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and 
Mr.  Attorney -General  for  Ireland 

Agriculture  and  Technical  Instruction  (Ireland)  Bill—''  For  establishing 

a  Department  of  Agriculture  and  other  Industries  and  Technical  Instruc- 
tion in  Ireland,  and  for  other  purposes  connected  therewith,"  presented 
accordingly,  and  read  the  first  time ;  to  be  read  a  second  time  on  Monday 
next,  and  to  be  printed.     (Bill  180.)... 

London  Gtovemment  Bill — Considered  in  Con\mitttee. 

Clause  2 : — 

Amendment  again  proposed,  after  the  words  last  added,  to  add  the  words — 

"■  (6)  The  Local  Government  Board  may,  on  requent  made  by  a  borough 
council  in  purnuance  of  a  resolution  of  the  council  paeiHed  b]r  a  majority  of  iwo- 
thirdH  of  the  members  present  at  a  meeting  of  tne  council  duly  convened  for 
the  purpose,  make  an  Order  directing  that  the  whole  of  the  councillors  shall  retire 
toother  on  the  ordinary  day  of  election  in  every  third  year,  and  may  on  like 
request  rescind  any  such  Order." — {Captain  Jessel.) 

Question  again  proposed — "  That  those  words  be  there  added.'' 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed  Amendment,  in  line  1,  to  leave  out 
the  word  "  may,"  and  insert  the  word  "  shall." — {Mr,  Imgh.) 

Question  proposed — "  That  the  word  '  may  '  stand  part  of  the  proposed 
Amendment." 


Discussion  : — 

Du  Solintar-General  (Sir  B, 
B.  Finlay,  Inverness 
Bvrghs) 


Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 


61 


Mr,  Sydney  Buxton  (Tower  Ham- 
lets, Poplar) 

The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
(Mr,  A,  J,  Balfour,  Manchester, 
E) 


Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed  Amendment,  in  line  3,  after  the  word 
"present,"  to  insert  the  woitLs  "and  voting." — (Mr,  Pickersgill,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words  *and  voting'  be  there  inserted  in  the 
proposed  Amendment." 
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62 


62 


Discussion  :— - 

Mr,  A,  J,  Balfour 

63 

Mr,  Burdett-Coutts  (H^est minster) 

64 

Mr,  .   Pickersgill     (Bethnal 

Sir  B,  B,  Finlay 
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64 

Green,  S,fr,)     

63 

Lord    E.     Fifzniaurice 

(inits, 

Mr,  Lough  (Islington,  W,) 

63 

Cricklade)      

•  •  • 

65 

Captain  Jessel  (St,  Paneras, 

Mr,     Stmrt  •IVartUy     (Sheffield, 

An^«     1                                                •••                                                •••                                                •«• 

63 

Hallam)         

65 

Mr,  Sydney  Buxton 

63 

Mr,  n,  irallofe  (Perth) 

65 

.    Mr.  Stmrt  (SharediUh,  Hox- 

Mr,  Stuart 

65 
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64 

Mr.  A,  J,  Balfour 

65 

Mr,  Courtney  (Cornwall,  Bod- 

Mr, Courtney     

66 

min) 

64 

Mr.  A,  J,  Balfour 

66 

Mr,  DUUm  (Mayo,  E,)     ... 

64 

Mr.  Sydney  Buxton 

66 

Mr,  Cohen  (Islington,  E,) 

66 

Mr,  Stuart        

66 

Queetion  put,  and  agreed  to. 
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Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed  Amendment — 

"  In  line  4,  after  the  word  *  purpose,'  to  insert  the  words,  '  Provided  that 
such  majority  is  not  less  than  the  majority  of  the  whole  council."  —  {Mr, 
Cohen,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted  in  the  proposed 
Amendment." 


Page 


Discussion  : — 

Mr,  Dillon... 
Mr.  Sttuirt.., 
Mr.  Marks  {Tower  Hamlets^ 

St.  Georges)       67 

Captain  Sinclair  (Forfar)  ...       67 


66 
67 


Mr.  R.  G.  iVebster  (St.  Fancras, 
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councils  shsJl  be  qualified  to  be  elected  alderman  of  any  borough  council  within 
the  administrative  county  of  London '  be  there  added. 
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Mr,  Bousfield  ( Hackney,  N, )        90 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed  Amendment — 

"  To  leave  out  from  the  word  <  till,'  to  the  end  thereof,  in  order  to  add  the 
words, '  eieht  o'clock  or  nine  o'clock  in  the  afternoon  if  the  council  at  a  previous 
meeting  shall  so  decide.'  " — {Mr,  Bousfield,) 

Question,  **  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  pro- 
posed Amendment,"  put  and  agreed  to 

Question  put — 

"  That  the  words  '  Provided  that  at  every  election  of  councillors  under  this 
Act  the  poll  (if  any)  shall  commence  at  eight  o'clock  in  the  forenoon,  and  be 
kept  open  till  ten  o'clock  in  the  afternoon  of  the  same  day,  and  no  longer  *  be 
there  added." 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  76 ;  Noes  161.    (Division  List,  No.  122). 
Question  proposed,  *'  That  Clause  2,  as  amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Discussion  : — 

Mr,  Fickersgill      97        Mr,  Stuart         

SirB,  B,  Finlay 98 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  2,  iis  amended,  added  to  the  Bill. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line  22,  after  the  words  "  held  on,"  to 
insert  the  words  "the  &turday  next  following." — (Captain  Norton,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

Discussion  : — 

The    Attorney-General    (Sir 

Richard  IV'ehster,  Isle  of 

Wight) 100 

Mr,  Stuart  101 

Mr.  Cohen...         ...         ...  101 

Mr,  John  Burns 102 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided : — Ayes,  77 ;  Noes,  173.   (Division  List,  No.  123.) 

Amendment    proposed,    in    page    2,    line    22,   to    leave  out   the  word 
"November,    in  order  to  insert  the  word  "May." — (Mr.  Stuart,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word  *  November '  stand  part  of  the  clause.'' 
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Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  189  ;  Noes  84.  (Division  List,  No.  124  ) 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  3 : — 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  2,  after  'council '  to  insert  *  who  shall  also  fix  a  corresponding  date 
for  the  first  elections  for  mayors  and  aldermen.'  " — (Sir  Richard  JVebster.) 
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Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  2,  line  24,  at  end,  to  insert,  *The  first  meeting  of  all  the  newly 
elected  borough  councils  shall  be  held  within  three  weeks  after  the  election,  and 
in  the  evening  after  the  hour  of  six  p.m.'  " — (Mr.  Trevelyan.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

Discussion  : — 

Sir  R.  B.  Finlay  ...         ...  Ill  Mr.  John  Burns...         ...         ...  112 

Mr.  Bousfield  112         Mr.  Lough         112 

Sir  R.  B.  Finlay  ...         ...  112         Mr.  Lowles         ...         112 

Sir  Charles  DUke 112         Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour        113 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed — 

'*  In  page  2,  line  24,  after  '  council '  to  insert,  *  All  members  of  elective 
vestries  ana  district  boards  in  the  County  of  London  in  office  on  the  first  day  of 
January  in  the  ye  ir  1900  shall  continue  m  office  till  the  appointed  day.*  " — (Mr. 
Bousfield. ) 

Sir  Richard  Webster  ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...     113 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  Clause  3,  page  2,  line  27,  to  insert,  ^  The  ordinary  day  of  election  of  the 
mayor  and  aldermen  shall  be  the  ninth  day  of  November,  or,  if  that  day  be  a 
Sunday,  then  the  following  day.'" — (Mr.  Stuart-Wortley.) 
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"  In  page  2,  line  28,  to  leave  out  Sub-section  (3),  in  order  to  insert,  *  (3)  The 
lists  of  Parliamentary  voters,  including  the  ownership  lists  of  voters,  and  the 
lists  of  county  electors,  shall,  in  each  year  after  the  year  one  thousand  eight 
hundred  and  ninety  nine,  be  revised  in  every  metropolitan  borough  between  the 
eighth  day  of  September  and  the  thirtieth  day  of  September,  both  inclusive,  and 
shall  be  revised  as  soon  as  possible  after  the  seventh  day  of  September.  Such 
revised  lists  shall  be  printed,  and  signed,  and  placed  on  sale  by  the  town  clerk 
appointed  under  this  Act  before  the  sixteenth  day  of  October,  and  shall  come 
into  operation  as  the  register  of  borough  electors  on  the  first  day  of  November 
next  following,  and  the  law  relating  to  the  register  of  electors  shall,  with  the 
necessary  modifications,  apply  accordmgly.'  " — (Soptoin  Jessel.) 

Q^e8tion  proposed,  "That  Sub-section  (3)  stand  part  of  the  clause.'' 
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Sir  Richard  Webster 
Mr,  Lough 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed — 

**  In  Clause  3,  page  2,  line  28,  to  leave  oat  from  *  shall '  to '  be '  in  line  29, 
and  insert,  ' after  the  appointed  day.'"— (3fr.  Bau^field,) 

Discussion  : — 

Sir  Richard  Webster  ...     117         CoUmel  Hughes 117 

Mr,  Stmrt 117        Sir  Richard  Webster      117 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Question—"  That  *  1889 '  be  left  out,  in  order  to  insert '  1900,' "  ;  put  and 
agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed — 

*'In  Clause  3,  page  2,  line  31,  to  leave  out  *  parochial  *  and  insert '  borough.'" 

Sir  Richard  Webster  118 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  After  '  Register/  to  insert,  *  for  the  parpose  of  a  borough  election.' " 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Question,  "That  Clause  3  stand  part  of  the  Bill,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  4 : — 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  Clause  4,  page  2,  line  36,  after  '  appointed  day '  to  insert '  which  shall 
be  the  same  in  all  cases.' " — {Mr.  Stuart,) 

Sir  R.  B,  TifUay..,         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...     118 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  Clause  4,  page  2,  line  35,  after  *  board,'  to  insert,  *  and  every  body  of  over- 
seers and  other  bodies  discharging  the  duties  of  overseers  as  regards  the  making 
and  collection  of  the  rates.' " — {Mr. Lough,) 
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Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  Clause  4,  page  3,  lines  1  and  2,  to  leave  out  the  words  *and  the  clerk 
of  the  council  shall  be  called  the  town  clerk.' " — {Mr,  Lough.) 

Ml',  A,  J.  Balfour  ...         ...         ...         ...         •••         •••         ...     119 

Amendment  negatived. 
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'*  In  Clause  4,  page  3,  line  3,  to  omit  the  words,  '  Provided,  that  in  the  case 
of  borrowing  powera  so  transferred,  the  sanction  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
shall  be  substituted  for  the  sanction  of  the  London  County  Council.' " — {Sir 
'    Charles Dilke.) 

Discussion  : — 

Mr.  A.  J,  Balfom  ...  120        Sir  J.  Blundell  Mapk 124 

Mr,  Cohen 122         Sir. Richard  Webster      124 
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Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
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.  .  "The  insertion  of  the  words, — *  Provided,  that  if  the  London  County  Council 
refuse  theii*  sanction  to  a  loan,  or  attach  conditions  to  their  sanction,  an  appeal 
shall  lie  to  the  Local  Government  Board,  whose  decision  shall  be  final.'" — {Sir 
Richard  Webster.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
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It  being  Midnight,  the  Chairman  left  the  Chair  to  make  his  Report  to  the 
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Committee  report  Progress  :  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 
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or  Watercourses,"  presented  accordingly,  and  read  the  first  time ;  to  be 
read  a  seconji  time  upon  Monday  next,  and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  181].    ...     128 

Adjourned  at  ten  ininntes  after  Twolve  of  the  clock. 
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Sir  R.  B.  Finlay 181  Mr.  Stuart        182 

Mr.  John  Bums 181  Lord  E.  Fitzmaurice  (Wiltshire^ 

Mr.  Dillon  {Mayo,  E.)      ...     181  CrvMade)      182 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
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Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  Clause  7,  page  5,  lines  23  and  24,  to  leave  out  *  with  the  consent  of  the 
Local  Government  Board.' *' — (Mr,  R.  G.  Webster,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Clause. '' 

Mr,  A,  J,  BaXfcfwr 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed— 

"  In  page  5,  line  30,  to  leave  ont  sub-section  (6)." — (Sir  Charles  Dilke.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words  *  A  borough  council  shall  have  the 
same  powers  of  promoting '  stand  part  of  the  clause." 

Discussion  : — 

Mr,  A,  J,  Balfour 

Mr,  Sydney  Buxton 

Sir  A,  Rollit  {Isli'ngton^  S.) 

Mr,  Lough... 

Mr,  Richards  {Finsbury,  E.) 

Sir  R,  B,  Firday 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided : — Ayes,  147  ;  Noes,  68.     (Division  List,  No.  126). 

Amendment  proposed — 

'*  In  page  5,  line  31,  after  the  word  *  promoting,'  to  insert  the  words, '  Bills  in 
Parliament  for  the  purpose  of  making  improvements  wholly  within  their  own 
districts,  and  not  intended  to  be  paid  for  either  wholly  or  in  part  out  of  county 
funds.'"— (^r.  J.  Stuart.) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 
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Sir  R,  B.  Finhy 
Mr,  John  Bums 
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195 


Mr,  Cohen  (Jdington^  E,) 


Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes,  67 ;  Noes,  148.    (Division  List,  No.  127.) 

Amendment  proposed— 

"  In  pajze  5,  line  38,  at  the  end  of  the  clause,  to  add  the  words, '  But  in  this 
section  Bhall  enable  a  borough  council  to  promote  a  Bill  relating  to  water,  gas, 
tramways,  markets,  subways,  docks  or  any  other  matter  affecting  the  general 
interests  of  the  metropolis. ' — {Mr.  J,  Stuart, ) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words  be  there  added." 
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Discussion  : — 

Mr,  A,  J.  Balfour.,, 
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Mr.  John  Bums,,. 


Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided :— Ayes,  70 ;  Noes,  157.    (Division  List,  No.  128.) 
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Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
Clause  8 : — 
Amendment  proposed — 


"  To  leave  out  on  page  6,  line  2,  from  *  amount '  to  end  of  clanse,  and  insert 
*  as  shall  be  proportionate  to  the  population  in  the  district.' " — (Mr,  Stuart,) 

Discussion  : — 

Mr,  A,  J.  Balfour 201        Mr,  L,  R,  Holland  (Tower  Ham- 
Mr,  Haldane  (HaddingUm)      201  lets,  Bow,  etc,)  202 

Amendment  put,  and  negatived. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  Clause  8,  page  6,  line  2,  after  '  annual '  to  insert,  '  calculated  upon  the 
probable  cost  to  the  rorough  council  of  administering  any  power  or  duty  so  trans- 
ferred.'"—(Afr.  L.  R,  Holland,) 

Lard  E,  FUzmaurice         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...     204 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed  Amendment — 

"  Line  1,  leave  out  from  '  the '  to  '  council '  in  line  2,  and  insert,  'average  cost 
during  the  last  three  years  to  the  London  County  Council.'" — {Mr.  R,  G, 
Webster, ) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted  in  the  proposed 
Amendment." 

Discussion  : — 

Mr,  H,   S,   Samuel  {Tower  Mr,  J,  Samuel 206 

Hamlets,  Liinehouse)      , . .  204  Mr,  Bousfield  (Hackney,  N,)     , , ,  206 

Mr,  Sydney  Buxton  ...  205  Sir  R,  B,  Finlay  207 

Mr,  A,  J,  Balfour 205 

Amendment  to  the  proposed  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Amendment  put^  and  negatived. 

Amendment  proposed — 

**  In  clau.<)e  8,  page  6,  line  6,  after  the  word  *  Board,'  to  insert  *  Provided  that 
in  determining  such  amount  the  Local  Government  Board  shall,  in  such  cases  as 
it  think»  appropriate,  have  regard  to  the  proportion  existing  between  the  popu- 
lation and  rateskble  value  of  such  borouglis.' " — {Air,  UcUdane.) 

Mr,  A,  J,  Balfour  . . .   ,      208 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  Clause  8,  page  6,  line  9,  at  beginning,  to  insert, '  Provided,  that  at  any 
interval  of  not  lens  tlian  three  years  the  London  (^ounty  (^ouncil  and  the 
borough  council  may  revise  and  alter  the  amount  of  the  contribution,  or,  in  tie- 
fault  of  agreement,  the  Local  (fovemnient  Board  may,  on  the  application  of 
eitlier  i»arty,  if  it  think  fit,  revi«e  and  vary  the  existing  arrangement.' " — {Mr. 
Sydney  Bujcton,) 

'  Discussion  : 

3/r,  A.  J,  Balfour,,.         ...  209  Mr.  John  Bums            ...         ...  211 

Mr,  Stuart...         210  Sir  John  LuJbboek  (London   Uni- 

Colonel  Mibvard  (frnrnvirk-  versify)  211 

sh  ire,  Straiford-tm-A  con)  .  210         doloiiel  Hughes 212 

Mr,  L,  U,  Hollaiul  ...  210        Mr,  Stuart        212 

Lord  E.  FUzmaurice         ...  211 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
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Question,  "  That  Clause  8,  as  amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Clause  9 : — 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  6,  line  21,  to  leave  out  Sub-section  1." — {Mr.  R.  G.  Webster.) 

Discussion  : — 

Sir  R.  B,  Finlay 213        Mr.  John  Burns  213 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  6,  line  25,  to  leave  out  Sub-section  (2)." — {Mr.  James  Stuart.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words,  *  Every  committee  shall,'  stand  part 
of  the  clause." 

Discussion  : — 

Sir  R.  B,  Finlay 214        Mr,  Pickersgill 214 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided : — Ayes,  182  ;  Noes,  78.     (Division  List,  No.  129.) 

Amendment  proposed — 

*'  In  page  6,  line  26,  to  leave  out  the  words  from  the  word  '  council '  to  the 
words  .*  the  Acts  *  in  order  to  insert  the  word  *  and* — [Mr.  Lough) — instead 
thereof." 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  clause." 

Discussion  : — 

Sir  R.  B.  Fiiday 

Mr.  Stuart... 

Mr.  John  Burns    ... 

Mr.  A,  J.  Balfour... 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  :  Ayes,  170;  Noes,  71.     (Division  List,  No.  130.) 

It  being  after  Midnight,  the  Chairman  left  the  Chair  to  make  his  Report  to 
the  House. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again  upon  Thursday. 

Scottish  Education — Motion  made — 

"  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  praying  her  to  with- 
hold lier  assent  to  a  Minutetof  the  Coniniittee  of  Council  on  Education,  dated  2nd 
day  of  April,  1899,  providing  for  the  distribution  of  the  wini  available  for  Secondary 
and  Technical  (including  Agricultural)  Education,  under  Section  2,  Sub-section  4, 
of  the  Local  Taxation  Account  (Scotland)  Act,  1898." — {('afttnin  Sinriair.) 

Discussion  : — 

Captain  Sinclair     223        The  Lml  Jthnictilf  {Mr.  A.  G. 

Mr.  Banbury         223  Murray,  Buitshirr)    223 

Motion  ruled  out  of  oixier. 
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COMMONS  :  WEDNESDAY,  10th  MAY  1899. 

PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS 

South- Eastern  Railway  Bill— (Queen's  Consent  signified) — Read  the  third 

time,  and  passed  ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...     225 

Baker  Street  and  Waterloo  Railway  Bill ;  Fishguard  and  Rosslare 
Railways  and  Harbours  Bill ;  Northern  Assurance  Company  Bill 

[Lords] — As  amended,  considered ;  to  be  read  the  third  time       225 

Local  Oovemment  Provisional  Orders  (No.  2)  Bill— Read  a  second  time, 

and  committed...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...     225 

Private  Bills  (Group  H) — Mr.  Johnson-Ferguson  reported  from  the 
Committee  on  Group  H  of  Private  Bills ;  That,  for  the  convenience  of 
parties,  the  Committee  had  adjourned  till  Monday  next,  at  Thirty  minutes 
after  Eleven  of  the  clock.     Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table 225 
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of  the  clock." — {Mr.  A.  J,  Balfour.) 

Mr.  /.  E.  Ellis  {Noitingluim,  Mushcliffe)       227 

Question  pu^^. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes,  184  ;  Noes,  68. — (Division  List,  No.  131.) 

Ohnrch  ]>iscipline  Bill — Second  Reading — Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 
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'*  That  the  Bill  be  now  i^ad  a  second  time.'' — {Mr.  A.  Me  Arthur.) 

Amendment  proposed — 
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add  the  words, '  this  House,  while  not  prepared  to  accept  a  measure  which 
createe  fresh  offences  and  ignores  the  anthority  of  the  bishops  in  maintaining 
the  discipline  of  the  Chnrcli,  is  of  opinion  that,  if  the  efforts  now  being  made  by 
the  archbishops  and  bishops  to  secure  the  due  oliedience  of  the  clergy  are  not 
speedily  effectual,  further  legislation  will  be  required  to  maintain  the  obser- 
vance of  the  existing  Laws  of  Church  and  Realm.' ^'—(Jtfr.  Attorney-General.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  form  part  of  the 
Question.'' 

Discussion  : — 

Mr.  Channing  {Northamptmiy  Lord  Hugh  Cecil  ...         ...     269 

E.)        254        Sir  fTilliam  Harcourt  (MonmotUhr 

Sir  John  Kennaway  (Devon-  shire.  West)    ...         ...         ...     276 

shire,  Honiton)  ...         ...  260         FiscoutU  Cranbome  (Rochester)  ...     281 

Mr.  J.  JV.  Mellor  ( Yorkshire,  Sir  JVUliam  Harcmrt 282 

IF.  /?.,  Sauxrby)  ...  263         The  First  Lm-d  of  the  Treasury 

Lord  Hugh  Cecil  (Ghrenimch)  267  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manches- 

Mr. Charles Mc Arthur  (Liver-  ter,  E.)  ...         ...         ...     285 

pool.  Exchange)  ...         ...  269 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes,  156  ;  Noes,  .310.     (Division  List,  No.  132.) 

Words  added. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Resolved — 

"That this  House,  while  not  prepared  to  accept  a  measure  which  creates 
fresh  offences  and  ignores  the  authority  of  the  bishops  in  maintaining  the 
discipline  of  the  Church,  is  of  opinion  that,  if  the  efforts  now  being  made  by  the 
archbishops  and  bishops  to  secure  the  due  obedience  of  the  clergy  are  not 
speedily  effectual,  further  legislation  will  be  required  to  maintain  the  observance 
of  the  existing  Laws  of  Church  and  Realm." 
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Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  G.  W.  Balfour,  Leeds,  Cen- 
i}rai  I      ...         •••         •••         •••         •••         •••         •••         ...         ...         ...     vTc  tf 

Irish  Financial  Relations— Question,  Mr.  Clancy  (Dublin  Co.,  N.) ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  G.  W.  Balfour,  Leeds, 
vycnvrai )  ••.         •••         .••         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...     oou 

Dock  Accidents — Question,  Mr.  Broadhurst  (Leicester);  Answer,  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Sir  M.  White  Kidley, 
Lanes.,  Blackpool)        ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...     350 

Maintenance  of  Children  in  Industrial  Schools — Question,  Mr. 
W.  F.  D.  Smith  (Strand) ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  (Sir  M.  White  Ridley,  Lanes,  Blackpool)        351 

Train  Wreckers— Question,  Mr.  Ascroft  (Oldham) ;  Answer,  Tlie  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Sir  M.  White  Ridley,  Lanes,  Black- 

uOOX  J   ...      •••      •••      •••      •••      •••      •••      •••      ...      ...   uO  1 

Joseph  Wilson,  of  Failsworth  —Question,  Mr.  Ascroft  (Oldham) ;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Sir  M.  White  Ridley, 
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Post  Office  Mail  Bags — Question,  Mr.  Halsey  (Herts,  Watford) ;  Answer, 

A  Junior  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Anstruther,  St.  Andrews  Burghs)    ...     353 


PUBLIC  BUSINESS. 

Secondary  Education  (Scotland)— (Motion  for  Adjournment). 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed — 

"  That  this  Hoose  do  now  adjoam." — {Captain  Sinclair.) 

Discussion  :— 

Captain  SinrUtir  (Forfar)  . . . 
r/w     Firni     Lard    of     the 

Treaaur}/     (Mr.     A.     J. 

Balfour y    ManrheMn\    E.) 
Sir  II.  Campbell-Banner nuui 

(Stirliiuf  Bunjks) 
Captain  Sinclair     ... 


354 


354 

354 
355 


The  Lord  Admvte   (Mr.  A.  G. 

Murratj^  Buteshire)    ... 
Mr.  Cromtrie  (Khwardinealiire)  . 
Mr.  A.  G.  Murroji 
jlfr.  Brijee  (Ahndeen^  S.) 
Mr.  Buelia lum  (AlMrdeenshirCf  E.) 
Mr.  A.  G.  Murraij 


Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Finance  Bill — Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed — 

*'  That  it  be  an  infltmction  to  the  Coiniiiittee  tliat  they  have  ]K)wvr  to  diviile 
the  Hill  into  two  partH,  and  to  report  to  the  Hoase  in  the  first  place  the  portionH 
dealing  with  Cnstoins,  Stamps,  and  Income- Tax  ;  and,  in  tlie  second  place,  that 
dealing  with  the  National  Debt." — (Mr.  Buchanan.) 


Sir  fFilliam  Harcourt  (MonmouOi- 

shirey  JF.) 
Mr.  Gihstm  Bowka  (Lynn  Begin) 
Sir  H.  H.  Fowler  (IFolverhamp- 

ton,  E.)    ' 


358 
359 
360 
361 
362 
362 


364 
365 

365 


Discussion  : — 

Sir  John  Leng  (Dundee)    . . .     363 
The  Chancellor   of  the    Ex- 

chequer    (Sir    M.    Hicks- 

BecLch,  Bristol,  JV,)        ...     364 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

Clause  1  : — 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  1,  line  21,  to  leave  out  the  word  *  fourpence,'  and  insert  the  word 
*  twopence.'  " — {Mr.  Broadhnrst.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word  '  fourpenec  '  stand  part  of  the  clause." 

Sir  M.  Hicks-Beach  ...         ...         ...         ...      .  , . .         ...         ...     367 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes,  246  ;  Noes,  125.  (Division  List,  No.  135.) 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  : — 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  2,  line  1,  after  the  word  <  on,'  insert  the  word  *  foreign.'  "^Sir  Howard 
Vincent.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  woixi  '  foreign '  be  there  inserted." 
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Discussion  : — 

Mr,   Galloway  (Manchester,  Sir  M.  Hicks-Beach       386 

S.  H^.) 375        Sir  H,  H,  Fowler         387 

Sir  William  Harcourt       ...     375        Mr,  James  Lowther        389 

Sir  M,  Hicks-Beach          . . .  380        Mr,  Lambert  {Devon,  South  MoUon)  390 

Mr.    James  Lowther  {Kent,  Mr,  Galloway     391 

Thand)  ...         ...         ...  386         Colojiel FiUcington  (Lanes,  Newton)  391 

Sir       Howard         Vincent  Colonel  Welby  (2'aunton)           ...  392 

(Sheffield,  Central)         ...  386 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes,  37  ;  Noes,  192.  (Division  List,  No.  136.) 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  Clause  2,  line  5,  to  leave  out  *  other  than  still  wine  in  bottle.' " 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  *  other  than  still  wine  in  bottle  *  stand 
part  of  the  clause." 

Discussion  : — 

Sir  M,  Hicks-Beach  ...     398        Mr,  Gibson  Bowles '       400 

Sir  Charles  DUke  (Glouces-  Mr.  Courtney 400 

ter.  Forest  of  Dean)       . . .     399 
Mr,     Courtney     (Cornwall, 

Bodmin)  ...         ...     399 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  imee  2,  line  5,  after  *  wine  (other  than  still,  in  bottle)'  to  insert, '  not  ex- 
ceeding 2(5  degrees  of  pi*oof  spirit,  the  gallon,  £0  Is.  Od.' " — {Mr,  Harwood,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

Discussion  : — 

Sir  M,  Hicks-Beach  ...     403        Mr,  Lamheii      408 

Sir  Charles  Dilke  ...     404        Sir  M,  Hicks-Beach       408 

Sir  H  Campbell-Bamiervuin     406 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Other  Amendments  made. 

Clause  3 : — 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  2,  line  31,  at  end,  to  insert,  '  And  on  every  share  warrant  or  stock 
certificate  to  bearer,  by  means  of  which  any  share  or  stock  of  any  company  or 
body  of  persons  formea  or  established  out  of  the  United  Kingdom  is,  after  tlie 
first  day  of  Au^st  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  ninety-nine,  assigned, 
transferred,  or  in  any  manner  negotiated  in  the  United  Kingdom.'" — {Mr. 
Henderson.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

Sir  M,  Hicks-Beach         ...         ...  ...         ...         ...         ...         ...     410 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
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Other  Amendments  made. 

Clause  6 : — 

Amendment  propcNied — 

*'  In  page  4,  line  15,  at  end,  to  add,  '  Save  in  the  case  of  companies,  recon- 
structing for  the  purpose  of  raising  additional  capital,  in  which  case  the  ttd 
valorem  stamp  duty  snail  be  pro  rata  on  the  new  capital  to  be  brought  in.' " — 
{Mr.  Lloyd  Morgan,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  added." 

Sir  M,  Hicks-Beach  411 

Question  put,  and  nejgatived. 
Clause  8 : — 
Amendment  proposed — 

*'In  page  5,  line.ll,  to  leave  out  the  words  *  five  pounds/  and  insert  the 
words,  *  one  hundred  pounds.*" — {Mr,  Lough,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  *  five  pounds  *  stand  part  of  the 
clause." 

DiscrssiON :  — 

Sir  M.  Hickn-Bfarh  ...  412  Mr,  Mmilion  {Cornwall,  Lavnres- 

Mr,  Lmigh  (Mingtofiy  ir,),  ,  412  im)    ...         ...     413 

Mr.    Banhiry   (Ciimhenvell,  Mr,  Begg  {Glasgow,  St,  liollox)..,     414 

PecJcham)  412 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes,  197 ;  Noes,  92.    (Division  List,  No.  137.) 

Clause  13: — 

Amendment  proposed — 

**  In  page  0,  line  26,  to  leave  out  the  word  *  permanent.'  " — {Mr,  Harwood.) 

Question  proposed,   ''That  the  word   'permanent'  stand  part  of   the 
clause.'' 

Discussion  : — 

Mr.  Lottgh 417         Mr,  Movlton      418 

Sir  M,  llirH^Bearh  ...     417 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided. — Ayes,  169;  Noes,  85.     (Division  List,  No.  138.) 

Discussion  :— 

Mr,  Nuasey  {Pmiiefract)    ...     421         Sir  Williiim  Harcaurt 423 

Mr,  E,  J,  C,  Morton  (Devon- 

Question  put,  "  That  Clause  13  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

The  Committee  divided  :— Ayes,  154  ;  Noes,  77,  (Division  List,  No.  139.) 
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BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 
Tfie  First  hml  of  tlie  Treasury  {Mr.  A,  J,  Balfour,  Manchestei^,  E.)       ...      425 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

Supreme  Court  (Appeals)  Bill  [Lords] — Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed — 

'*  That  Clause  1,  as  amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Discussion  : —  • 

Mr.  Samuel  Evans  {Ghinwr-  Ih\  Clark  (Caithness) 427 

ganj  Mid)  ...         ...     427 

Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again  To  morrow. 

Solicitors  Bill  [Lords] — As  amended,  considered;  an  Amendment  made; 
Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  with  an  Amendment 

BILL    INTRODUCED. 

Factories  and  Workshops — Bill  to  amend  the  law  relating  to  factories  and 
workshops.  Ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Tennant,  Sir  Charles  Dilke, 
Mr.  John  Burns,  Sir  John  Stirling-Maxwell,  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton,  Mr. 
Haldane,  Mr.  M*Kenna,  and  Mr.  Lionel  Holland. 

Factories  and  Workshops  Bill  — '*  To  amend  the  law  relating  to  factories 
and  workshops,"  presented  accordingly,  and  read  a  first  time ;  to  be 
read  a  second  time  upon  Thursday,  1st  June,  and  to  be  printed.  [Bill  191.] 

House  adjourned  at  half  past  Twelve  of  the  Clock. 


LORDS:  FRIDAY,  12th  MAY  1899. 

PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 

Jones's  Divorce  Bill  [Lords] — A  witness  ordered  to  attend. — Petition  of  Charlotte 
Jane  Jones,  of  St.  Helen's,  Dalkey,  in  the  County  of  Dublin,  that  substi- 
tuted service  of  a  copy  of  the  Bill  be  made  upon  Robert  Colvill  Jones  and 
FfoUiott  Jones,  cousins  of  Robert  Colvill  Jones,  the  huslmnd  of  the  said 
Charlotte  Jane  Jones  ;  and  that  the  depositions  of  A.  M.  Harry,  Jagesvari 
alias  Bigili,  and  Anupa,  taken  on  commission  in  India  in  pursuance  of 
Orders  of  the  Queen's  Bench  Matrimonial  Division  of  the  High  Court  of 
Justice  in  Ireland,  dated  the  16th  of  Jaiuiary,  1889,  and  the  29th  of  March, 
1899,  be  received  in  evidence  on  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill,  orthatin  the 
alternative  the  examination  of  the  said  A.  M.  Harry,  Jagesvari  alias  Bigili, 
and  Anupa  touching  the  allegations  mentioned  in  thepetition,  be  takenin  India, 
and  that  a  proper  warrant  or  warrants  be  issued  for  that  purpose  ;  considered 
(according  to  Order) ;  Counsel  called  in  ;  a  witness  examined  ;  Bill  to  be 
read  a  second  time  on  Tuesday  next;  the  usual  orders  made:  Ordered, 
that  service  of  a  copy  of  the  Bill,  and  of  the  Order  for  the  Second  Reading 
thereof,  upon  the  said  Robert  Colvill  Jones  and  Ffolliott  Jones,  be  deemed 
as  good  service  of  the  said  Bill  and  Order  as  if  the  same  had  been  personally 
served  upon  the  said  Robert  Colvill  Jones,  the  huslmnd  of  the  said 
Charlotte  Jane  Jones :  Ordered,  that  the  said  depositions  of  A.  M.  Harry, 
Jagesvari  alias  Bigili,  and  Anupa,  be  received  in  evidence  on  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill. 
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The  Lord  GhaScellor  acquainted  the  House  that  the  Clerk  of  the  Parliaments 
had  laid  upon  the  Table  the  Certificates  from  the  Examiners  that  the 
further  Standing  Orders  applicable  to  the  following  Bills  have  been  com- 

tlied  with  :  Taff  Vale  Kail  way ;  LisburnTown  Commissioners ;  Scunthorpe 
Trban  District  (las  and  Water.  And  also  the  Certificates  that  the  Standing 
Orders  applicable  to  the  following  Bills  have  been  complied  with  :  Educa- 
tion Department  Provisional  Order  Confirmation  (Loncfon)  [Lords] ;  Edu- 
cation Department  Provisional  Order  Confirmation  (Liverpool)  [Lords].  The 
same  was  onlered  to  lie  on  the  Table  429 

Salford  Oorporation  Bill  [T^ords]— The  Queen's  Consent  signified  ;  and  Bill 

reported  from  the  Select  Committee  with  Amendments     430 
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ported with  Amendments      430 

Vale  of  Glamorgan  Railway  Bill— Reported  without  Amendment.        . . .     430 


Woodhouse  and  Oonisbroogh  Railway  (Abandonment)  Bill— Reported 

with  an  Amendment  ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...     430 

Port    Talbot    Railway    and    Docks    Bill    [Lords]— Reported     with 

Amendments    ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...     430 

Oolonial  and  Foreign  Banks  Guarantee  Fund  Bill  [Lords]— Committee 

to  meet  on  Monday  next        ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...     430 


Brighton  Marine  Palace  and  Pier  Bill  [Lords] — Committee  to  meet  on 

Monday  next  ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  430 

Tenterden  Railway  Bill — Committee  to  meet  on  Monday  next      430 

Fumess  Railway  Bill  [Lords] — Committee  to  meet  on  Monday  next  ...  430 

Stretford  Oas  Bill  [Lords] — Committee  to  meet  on  Monday  next     430 

Brigg  Urban  District  Oas  Bill — Committee  to  meet  on  Monday  next    . . .  430 

Oreat  Northern  and  Strand  Railway  Bill— Read   a  second  time,  and 

committed  ;  the  Committee  to  be  proposed  by  the  Committee  of  Selection     430 

London,  Brig^hton,  and  South  Ooast  Railway  (Pensions)  Bill— Read 

a  second  time,  and  committed  ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...     431 

Shotley  Bridge  and  Oonsett  District  Oas  Bill—Read  a  second  time, 

anci  commi V vCci ...  ...  ...  ...         ...  ...         ..•  ...         ...     40x 

Wishaw  Water  Bill  [Lonls] — Read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  sent  to 

the  Commons  ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...     431 

Hampstead  Church   (Emmanuel,  West  End)  Bill  [I^nls]— Read  the 

tnird  time,  and  passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons   ...         ...         ...         ...     431 

Gainsborough  Urban  District  Council  (Oas)  Bill  [Lords]— Read  the  third 
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time,  and  passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons...         ...         ...         ...         ...     431 

Great  Yarmouth  Water  Bill  [Lonls] — Read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 

and  sent  to  the  Commons       ...         431 
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Leigh-on-8ea  Urban  District  Council  Bill  [Lords]— Read  the  third  time, 
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Dundee  Oas,  Tramways,  and  Extension  Bill  [Lords] ;  now  Dundee 
Oas.  Street  Improvements,  and  Tramways  Bill  [Lords]—- Bead  the 

third  time,  and  passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons   ...         ...         ...         ...     431 

Horsforth  Urban  District  Council  Water  Bill— Read  the  third  time, 

with  the  Amendments,  passed,  and  returned  to  the  Commons       ...         ...      431 

Ajrr  Burgh  Bill — Brought  from  the  Commons ;  read  the  first  time ;   and 

referred  to  the  Examiners      ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...      431 

Oas  Light  and  Coke  Company  Bill — Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read 

the  first  time ;  and  referred  to  the  Examiners         ...         ...         ...         ...     431 


Great   Central  Railway  Bill — Brought   from    the    Commons;    read    the 

first  time ;  and  referred  to  the  Examiners   ...         ...         ...         ...         ...     431 

Kensington  and  Netting  Hill  Electric  Lighting  Bill— Brought  from 

the  Commons  ;  read  the  first  time  ;  and  referred  to  the  Examiners  ...      431 

South-Eastem  and  London,  Chatham,  and  Dover  Railway  Com- 
panies Bill — Brought  from  the  Commons ;  read  the  first  time ;  and 
referred  to  the  Plxaminers      ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...      43*2 

South-Eastem    Railway    Bill— Brought   from  the  Commons:    read  the 

first  time ;  and  referred  to  the  Examiners    ...         ...         ...         ...         ...     432 

Dublin  Improvement  (Bull  Alley  Area)  Bill— Returned  from  the  Com- 
mons with  the  Amendments  agreed  to  432 

Bristol  Floods  Prevention  Bill  [Loi'^s] — Returned  from  the  Commons 
agreed  to,  with  Amendments;   The  said  Amendments  considered,   and 

areTvctTU    xAj  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  •..  ■••  .*•  4 O ^ 

Perth  Water,  Police,  and  Oas  Bill  [Lords]— Returned  from  the  Commons 
agreed  to,  with  an  Amendment :   The  said  Amendment  considered,  and 
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Loughborough     Corporation     Bill     [Lords]- -Reported    from   the  Select 

Committee,  with  Amendments  ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...     432 

South  Essex  Water  Bill  [Lords]—  Report  from  the  Select  Committee,  That 

it  is  not  expedient  to  proceed  further  with  the  Bill...         ...         ...         ...     432 

Caledonian  Railway  (General  Powers)  Bill  [Lords]  -Report  from  the 

Select  Committee,  That  the  Committee  had  not  proceeded  with  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Bill,  the  opposition  thereto  having  been  withdrawn  ; 
read,  and  ordered  to  lie  upon  the  Table  :  The  Orders  made  on  the  6th  and 
24th  of  March  last  discharged  ;  and  Bill  committed  ...         ...         ...     432 

Rochdale  Canal  Bill  [Lords] — Report  from  the  Select  Committee,  That  the 
Committee  had  not  proceeded  with  the  consideration  of  the  Bill,  no 
parties  having  appeared  in  opposition  thereto  ;  read,  and  oniered  to  lie 
upon  the  Table :  The  Orders  made  on  the  2nd  of  March  and  Friday 
last  discharged ;  and  Bill  committed ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...     432 

Manrport  Harbour  Bill  [Lonls]— The  Orders  made  on  the  2nd  instant  and 
Tuesday  last,  appointing  certain  Lonls  the  Select  Committee  to  consider 
the  Bill,  discharged     ...         ...         ..•         .••         •••         •••     432 
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North-Eastem  Railway  Bill  [Lords]  -Report  of  the  Committee  of  Selec- 
tion, That  the  Lord  \  entry  be  proposed  to  the  House  as  a  member  of  the 
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Education  Department  Provisional  Order  Confirmation  (Liverpool) 

Bill  (Lonls)  —To  l)e  read  the  second  time  on  Monday  next  ...         ...     433 

Electric  Lighting  Provisional  Order  (No.  9)  Bill  [Lonls]— Ilead  the  second 

time  (acconling  to  Order)       433 

Pilotage  Provisional  Order  Bill  -Read  the  second  time  (according  to  Order) 
and  committed :  the  C(mimittee  to  })e  proj>osed  by  the  Committee  of 
oeieci/ion  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...     'TO*t 

Metropolitan  Common  Scheme  (Harrow  Weald)  Provisional  Order  Bill 

— ^brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  the  first  time  ;  to  be  printed  ;    and 
referred  to  the  Examiners.     (No.  89)  433 
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Education  (Scotland)— General  Report  l)y  the  Chief  Inspector  of  the  South- 
em  Division  of  Scotland,  for  the  year  1 898 ...         ...         ...         ...         ...     433 

Trade  Reports— I.  Annual  Series:  No.  2255,  Russia  (Odessa).  No.  2256, 
Unitefl  States  (New  York).  No.  2257,  United  States  (Galveston).  No. 
2251,  China  (Shashih).  II.  Miscellaneous  Series :  No.  503,  Commercial 
PMucation  in  Italy      ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...     433 
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Canterbury.) 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS.  li 

May  12.]  Page 

Discussion  : — 

The  Lord  President  of   the  Lord  Diveij        ...         ...         ...     445 

Council    {The    Duke    of 
Devonshire)        ...         ...     443 

Amendment,  by  leave  of  the  House,  withdrawn. 

Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  on  Monday  next. 

Money-Lendinff  Bill  [Lords] — Amendments  reported  (according  to  Order), 

and  Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  on  Thursday  next         ...         ...         ...     446 

Trawlers  Certificates  Suspension  Bill  [Lords]— The  Lords  following  were 

named  of  the  Select  Committee :  D.  Northumberland,  E.  Lauderdale, 
E.  Camperdown,  E.  Dudley,  L.  Saltoun,  L.  Balfour,  L.  Tweedmouth, 
L.  Hawkesbury,  L.  Heneage.  The  Committee  to  meet  on  Monday  next,  at 
half-past  Three  of  the  clock,  and  to  appoint  their  own  Chairman...         ...     44G 

QUESTIONS, 

War  Office — Proposkd  New  Biildincjs— Question,  The  Marquess  of 
Lothian;  Answer,  The  Lord  Steward  of  the  Household  (The  Earl  of 
Pembroke  and  Montgomery) .. .         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...     446 

Business  of  the    Hoise— Whitsuntide  Recess— Question,  The  Earl  of 

Kimberley ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Salisbury    ...         ...         ...         ...     449 

Houne  adjoumetl  at  thirty  minutes  past  Five  of  the  clock. 


COMMONS :  FRIDAY,  12th  MAY  1899. 

PPdVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 

Provisional  Order  Bilt>j  [Lords]  —(Standing  Orders  applicable  thereto 
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PiuvATK  BiLUs  [I^rds]  (Standinc;  Orders  not  previoi:sly  inquired  into 
COMPLIED  with)— Mr.  Speaker  laid  upon  the  Table  Report  from  one  of  the 
Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  That,  in  the  case  of  the  following 
Bill,  originating  in  the  Lords,  and  referred  on  the  First  Reading  thereof,  the 
Standing  Orders  not  previously  inquired  into,  and  which  are  applicable  thereto, 
have  been  complied  with,  \\z,  :  Renfrew  Burgh  and  Harbour  Extension 
Bill  [Lords].     Ordered,  That  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  450 
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XEfr  irBiT. 

New    Wnt  for   Laiica.shire  (Southport  Division),  in  the  room  of   Sir  Herbert 

Sciiriabrick  Naylor-Leyland,  Baronet,  deceased. — {Mi\  Herbert  Gladstone.)...     491 

Selection  (Standing  Committees) — Mr.  Haijsey  reported  from  the  Commit- 
tee of  Selection  ;  That  they  had  discharged  the  following  Members  from 
the  Standing  Committee  on  Trade  (including  Agriculture  and  Fishing), 
Shipping,  and  Manufactures  : —  Mr.  Austin,  Mr.  Bartley,  Captain  Chaloner, 
Caj)tain  Donelan,  Mr.  Lambert,  Mr.  Philipps,  Mr.  Power,  Mr.  Abel  Smith, 
and  Mr.  James  Stuart ;  and  had  appointed  in  substitution  :  Mr.  Broad- 
hui*st,  Mr.  Collery,  Mr.  Gilliat,  Sir  Alfred  Hickman,  Major  Jameson,  Mr. 
Lloyd-George,  Mr.  Charles.  Morley,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote,  and  Mr. 
Samuel  Young...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...     492 

Mr.  Halsey  further  reported  from  the  Committee  ;  That  they  had  discharged 
the  following  Member  from  the  Standing  Committee  on  Law  and  Courts 
of  Justice,  and  Legal  Procedure  :  Sir  Alfred  Hickman  ;  and  had  appointed 
in  substitution  :  Mr.  Bartley.     Reports  to  lie  upon  the  Table       ...         ...     492 

Sale  of  Food  and  Dru(;s  Bill — Reported,  mth  Amendments,  from  the 
Standing  Committee  on  Trade,  &c.  Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
l)e  printed.     (No.  195.)  492 

Minutes  of  the  Proceedings  of  the  Standing  Committee  to  be  piinted.  [No.  195].     492 

Bill,  iis  amended  (by  the  Standing  Committee),  to  be  taken  into  consideration 

upon  Thursday,  1st  June,  and  to  be  printed.  (Bill  196)     492 

Trout  Fishing  Annual  Close  Time  (Scotland)  Bill  [Lords]— Read  the 

first  time  ;  to  be  read  a  second  time  upon  Monday  next,  and  to  be  printed. 
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Parish  Churches  (Scotland)  Bill  [Lords] — Read  for  the  first  time ;  to  be 
read   a   second   time   upon    Thursday,    1st    June,    and    to    be    printed. 
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NEfF  MEMBER  SUVRN. 
Sir  William  Reynell  Anson,  Baronet,  Doctor  of  Civil  Law,  for  the  University 
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SirriNCiS  OF  THE  HoisE  (ExEMiTioN  FROM  THE  STANDING  Order)-  Ordered, 
That  the  proceedings  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  if  the  Com- 
mittee is  sitting  at  Twelve  of  the  clock  this  night,  be  not  interrupted 
under  the  Standing  Order  Sittings  of  the  House,  and  may  be  entered  upon 
at  any  time  though  opposed. — (Mr.  Balfour.)  ...         ...         ...         ...     492 

PUBLIC  BUSINESS. 

BILL  INTRODUCER 

Tithe  Rent-Charge  (Ireland)  Bill — Motion  made  and  resolution  proposed — 

"  That  leave  be  eiven  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  amend  tlie  law  relating  to  tithe 
rent-charge  in  Ireland." — {Mr.  G.  }V.  Balfour.) 

Mr,  Dillon^  (MayOy  E.)     ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...     496 

The  House  divided  on  the  question  "  that  leave  be  eiven  to  bring  in  the 
Bill  "—Ayes,  205  ;  Noes,  113.     (Division  List,  No.  141.) 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Gerald  Balfour,  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  Mr.  Attorney-General  for  Ireland,  and  Mr.  Solicitor- 
General  for  Ireland. 
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Tithe  Rent-Charge  (Ireland)  Bill — "  To  amend  the  law  relating  to  Tithe 
Rent-charge  in  Ireland,"  presented  accordingly,  and  read  the  first  time ; 
to  be  read  a  second  time  upon  Monday  next,  and  to  be  printed.   (Bill  199.)     509 

Finance  Bill — Considered  in  Committee. 

New  Clause : — 

*'  The  Treasury  shall  open  a  special  account,  to  be  calltjd  the  Accumulating 
Sinking  Fund,  into  which  all  moneys  received  from  the  repayments  of  the 
terminable  annuities  created  under  Section  14  of  this  Act  shall  be  paid,  and  also 
any  balance  that  may  from  time  to  time  remain  from  the  permanent  annual 
cliarge  for  the  National  Debt,  as  provided  in  Section  13  of  this  Act. 

"  The  Treasury  shall  also  pay  into  the  Accumulating  Sinking  Fund  all  or 
any  portion  of  the  moneys  received  from  the  Post  Office  and  Trustee  Savings 
Banks  not  required  for  current  uses  of  the  Savings  Banks. 

"  From  the  Accumulating  Sinking  Fund  the  Treasury  may  purchase  con- 
solidated stock  in  the  open  market  in  such  quantities  as  the  Treasury  may 
approve,  provided  the  price  so  paid  is  at  or  below  the  price  of  par,  and  may  lend 
on  terminable  annuities  or  for  nxed  periods  to  India,  to  the  Crown  Colonies,  and 
to  local  authorities,  such  sums  and  at  such  rates  of  interest  as  the  Treasury  may 
from  time  to  time  approve.     Provided  that — 

"  {a)  Each  such  loan  has  been  approved  either  by  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  the  Colonial  Secretary,  or  the  Local  Government  Board  ;  and 

"  (6)  The  whole  of  each  such  loan  shall  be  taken  by  the  Accumulating 
Sinking  Fund,  the  terms  of  the  loan  being  such  that  no  part  of  each 
such  loan  is  or  ever  can  be  held  by  any  other  person  or  authority  other 
than  the  Accumulating  Sinking  Fund  without  the  written  authority  of 
the  Treasury."— (^^*.  G.  C.  T,  Bartley)  ; 

brought  up  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

The  Chancellor  of  tlie  Exchequer  (Sir  At.  Uicks-Becvch^  Bristol^  JF.)         ...     510 
Question  put,  and  negatived. 

New  Clause : — 

**  Upon  the  decease  of  any  person  who,  during  his  lifetime,  has  expressly 
provideci  by  insurance  or  otherwise  for  payment  of  the  Estate  Duty  on  any 
property  passing  at  his  death,  and  to  that  end  has  appropriated  or  set  apart 
a  sum  of  money  so  as  to  form  an  inalienable  provision  for  payment  of  the  said 
duty  or  any  part  thereof  to  the  Commissioners  of  the  Inland  Revenue,  the  sum 
so  appropriated  or  set  apart  shall  not  )je  aggregated  with  the  rest  of  the 
estate,  and  shall  not  be  liable  for  payment  of  Estate  Duty." — {Mr,  Hubbard) ; 

brought  up  and  read  the  first  time. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 


time. 


Discussion  : — 

Sir  M.  Hir,ks-Be(ich  ...  513         Sir  E.  T.  Beid  (Dumfries  Burghs)    517 

Sir  Williatn  Uarcouii  (Morir  Captain  Pretynuin  (Suffolk,  Wood- 

niouthshire,  JF.)...         ...  515  bridge)  ...         ...         ...     517 

Mr.    Gibson    Bowles    (Lynn  Mr.  Moulton  (Cornwall,  Launces- 

Regis)     ...         ...         ...  515  ton)    ...         ...         ...         ...     518 

Mr.  Hoar e  (Norwich)  ...  516  Mr,  Hubbard  (Land>eth,  Brixton)  618 
Mr.      Spicer      ( Monnwuih 

Boroughs)  ...         ...  516 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
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Amendment  proposed — 

**  To  insert  the  following  clause : — '  The  proviflions  contained  in  Section  98 
of  the  Stamp  Act  of  1891  in  reference  to  the  expresHion  "  policy  of  insurance 
against  accident,"  shall  extend  to  and  include  policies  in  insurance  or  indemnity 
against  liability  incurred  by  employers  in  consequence  of  claims  made  upon 
them  by  workmen  who  have  sustained  personal  injury,  when  the  annual 
premium  on  such  policy  does  not  exceed  £1.  " — {Mr.  Lloyd  Morgan) 

Sir  M.  Hich- Beach  ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...     518 

The  clause  was  read  a  second  time,  and  added  to  the  Bill. 

New  clause : — 

**  The  following  Sections  of  the  Finance  Act,  1894 — namely,  Section  5,  Sub- 
section 1,  paragrapks  A  and  B ;  and  Subsection  4  ;  Section  16,  Sub-section  3  ; 
Section  17 ;  and  Section  21,  Sub-section  4,  so  far  as  thny  enact  or  relate  to 
Settlement  Estate  Duty,  are  hereby  repealed  " — {Mr.  Gibson  Bowles) ; 

brought  up  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

Discussion  : — 

Sir  AL  Hichi'Beark  ...     520         Captain  Pretyman  ...         ...     522 

Sir  JL  T.  P^eul       520        Sir  R,  T.  Reid 522 

Sir  JFilliam  Harcourt        ...     521         Captain  Pretyman  ...         ...     523 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

New  clause  : — 

"Section  4  of  tiie  Finance  Act,  1894,  shall  l^e  read  and  have  effect  as 
if  after  the  words  '  never  had  an  interest  or  which '  the  word  '  passes '  were 
inserted  ;  as  if  after  the  words  '  not  made  by  the  deceased/  the  words  *  passes 
immeiliately  on  the  death  of  the  deceased  to  some  person  other  than  the  wife  or 
husliand  or  a  lineal  ancestor  or  a  lineal  descenaant  of  the  deceased '  were 
omitteil ;  and  a8  if  all  the  words  after  the  words  '  shall  not  be  aggregated  with 
any  other  property'  to  the  end  of  the  section  were  omitted '—(^r.  Gibson 
Botoles) ; 

brought  up  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

Sir  M,  Hicks-Beach  524 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Discussion  : — 

LordAlwyne  Compton  (Beds,  Mr.  Gibson  Bowles        525 

Biggleswade)      ...         ...     524         Sir  ffllliam  Harcourf   ...         ...     525 

Sir  M.  Hicks- Beach  ...     525 

New  Clause :  — 


**  Section  2,  Sul>-section  (3)  of  The  Finance  Act,  1894,  is  hereby  amended 
as  follows :  The  description  of  property  in  Sub-section  (3)  shall  be  construed 
as  if  the  wonls  *  more  tiian  twelve  months  before  his  death,'  were  omitted  there- 
from."—(Afr.  Gibson  Bowles) ; 

brought  up  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '^  That  the  Clause  be  now  read  a 
second  time." 
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Discussion. 

Sir  M.  Hicks-Beach  ...     527         Mr,  Butcher  (York) 528 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Aye,  1 ;  Noes,  164.  (Division  List,  No.  142.) 

New  Clause : — 

"The  Commissioners  of  Customs,  the  CommLssioners  of  Inland  Revenue, 
and  the  Postmaster  General  shall,  after  the  commencement  of  this  Act,  not- 
withstanding any  enactment  to  the  contrary,  after  deduction  of  the  payments 
for  drawbacks,  bounties  of  the  nature  of  drawbacks,  repayments,  and 
discounts,  cause  the  gross  revenues  of  their  respective  departments  to  be 
paid  at  such  times  and  under  such  regulations  as  the  Treasury  may  from  time 
to  time  prescribe,  to  accounts  to  be  intituled.  The  Account  of  Her  Majesty's 
Exchequer,'  at  the  Bank  of  England  and  at  the  Bank  of  Ireland  respectively, 
and  all  other  public  moneys  payable  to  the  Excheq-ier  shall  be  paid  to  the 
same  accounts,  and  accounts  of  all  such  payments  shall  be  rendered 
to  the  Comptroller  and  Auditor-General  daily,  in  such  form  as  the  Treasury 
may  prescribe ;  provided  always,  that  this  enactment  sliall  not  be  construed 
to  prevent  the  collectors  and  receivers  of  the  said  gross  revenues  and  moneys 
from  cashing,  as  heretofore,  under  the  authority  of  any  Act  or  regulation, 
orders  issued  for  Naval,  Military,  Revenue,  Civil,  or  other  Services,  repayable  to 
the  Revenue  Departments  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  or  out  of  moneys 
provided  by  Parliament.  And  provided  also,  that  the  Treasury  may  transfer 
from  the  said  Account  of  Her  Majesty's  Exchequer  to  the  Local  Taxation 
Account  such  sums,  under  such  conditions  and  at  such  times  as  are  prescribed 
by  any  existing  enactment  to  be  paid  to  the  said  Local  Taxation  Account " — 
{mr.  (ribsan  Bcnrleji)  ; 

brought  up  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Clause  be  now  read  a 
second  time." 

Sir  M,  Hicks-Beach  ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  530 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Discussion  : — 

Lord  Alwiine  Cmnpton       ...     531  Viscoinit  Cranhorne  (BochcHirr)  ...     532 

Mr,   Sifdney   Buximi  {Tmcer  Capfmn  Pretninav  ...  ...     53.*^ 

Hamlets,  Poplar)  ...     532 

New  Clause : — 

"An  asse.*wment  of  the  Land  Tax  made  after  the  pa.ssing  of  this  Act  for  a 
Land  Tax  parish  in  any  year  during  tlie  continuance  of  tlie  Agricultural  liates 
Act  1896  shall  not  assess  or  charge  any  tithes,  tithe  rent-charge,  or  modus  |)ay- 
able  to  any  person  having  the  cure  of  souls  within  the  parish  at  more  than  one  • 
half  of  the  annual  value  at  which  such  tithes,  tithe  rent-charge,  or  modus  would 
be  assessed  or  charged  if  this  Act  had  not  been  passed  ;  and  any  amount  of  Lantl 
Tax  not  collected  by  reason  of  this  section  shall  be  remitted  froin  the  unredeeuie<l 
quota  of  the  Land  Tax  for  that  yeair"—{Visroi(?it  Cmnbanw) ; 

brought  up  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  the  Clause  be  now  read  a 
second  time." 

Discussion  :— 

Sir  M,  Hicl's-Beach  ...     534         Mr.CnrvclllViUiams  (Xotf.^,  Moim- 

Jif'ld) 534 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
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New  Clause — 

"  (1)  The  duty  payable  under  the  Stamp  Act,  1891,  on  bills  of  exchange 
drawn  and  expre^sea  to  be  payable  out  of  the  United  Kingdom,  when  actualTv 
paid  or  endorsed  or  in  any  manner  negotiated  in  the  United  Kingdom,  shall, 
where  the  amount  of  the  money  for  which  the  Bill  is  drawn  exceed  £50,  be  reduced 
so  as  to  be — (a)  where  the  amount  exceeds  £50,  and  does  not  exceed  £100, 6d. ;  and 
(6)  where  the  amount  exceeds  £100, 6d.  for  every  £100,  and  also  for  any  fractional 
part  of  £100  of  tliat  amount.  (2)  The  stamp  duty  chargeable  under  the  Stamp  Act^ 
1891,  oil  bills  of  exchange  expressed  to  be  payable  at  a  period  not  exceeding  three 
days  after  date  or  siglit  shall  oe  a  Id.,  in  lieu  of  the  duty  now  chargeable  thereon  ; 
and  accordingly  the  first  heading,  Bill  of  Exchange,  in  the  schedule  to  that  Act, 
shall  l)e  read  a.s  if  the  words  *  or  within  three  days  after  date  or  sight  *  were  con- 
tained therein,  after  the  wonl  'presentation.'  " — {Sir  Samuel  Montagu) ; 

brought  up  and  read  the  first  and  second  time,  and  agreed  to. 
Bill  reported. 

Bill,  as  amended,  recommitted,  in  respect  of  Clauses  2  and  3,    and  a  new 
Clause,  for  Monday  next. 

Ways  and  Means  -Considered  in  Committee. 

Spirits  in  Bottle— 1.  That,  in  addition  to  the  Duties  of  Customs  now  pay- 
able on  Spirits  imported  into  Great  Britain  or  Ireland,  there  shall  be 
charged,  levied,  and  paid  the  Duty  following  (that  is  to  say) : — Spirits  in 
bottle  (including  perfumed  spirits,  and  liqueurs,  cordials,  mixtures,  and 
other  preparations  in  bottle  entered  in  such  a  manner  as  to  indicate  that 
the  strength  is  not  to  be  tested)  the  liquid  gallon,  Onie  Shilling. — {Mr. 
Llianrellor  of  the  Exrlmiuer.)     ...  ...  ...         ...         ...  ...         ...     535 

Resolution  read  a  second  time. 

Discussion  : — 

Sir  Charles  Dilke  {Glourestei;  Mr.  Edmund  Robeiison  {Dundee)     536 

Forest  of  Dea  w) . . .  ...     535 

Resolution  agreed  to. 

Stamp  Duties — 2  Resolved,  That  in  lieu  of  the  Stamp  Duties  mentioned  in 
the  Resolutions  numbered  2  and  4,  relating  to  Stamp  Duties,  agreed  to  by 
the  House  on  the  thirteenth  day  of  April,  One  thousand  eight  hundred 
and  ninety-nine,  there  shall  be  charged  the  following  Stamp  Duties,  namely 
— (1)  On  all  foreign  and  Colonial  marketable  securities  transferable  by 
delivery  which  are  not  at  present  chargeable  with  Stamp  Duty,  and 
which  are  negotiated  in  the  United  Kingdom  after  the  first  day  of  August, 
One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  ninety-nine;  and\(2)  on  any  instrument 
to  bearer  by  means  of  which  any  share  or  stock  of  any  company  or  body 
of  persons  formed  or  established  out  of  the  United  Kingdom  is,  after  the 
first  day  of  August,  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  ninety-nine,  negotia- 
ted in  the  United  Kingdom,  a  Stamp  Duty  of  one  shilling  for  every  ten 
pounds,  and  also  for  any  fractional  part  of  ten  pounds,  in  the  case  of  a  market- 
able security  of  the  money  thereby  secured,  and  in  the  case  of  any  such 
instrument  to  bearer  of  the  nominal  value  of  the  share  or  stock  to  which 
the  instrument  relates. — {Mr.  CluuiceJUyr  of  tlie  Ef.elieqmr.)  ...         ...     538 

Still  Wines  in  Bottle — 3.  Resolved,  That,  in  lieu  of  the  duties  of  Customs 
payable,  under  the  Resolution  reported  from  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means  on  the  fourteenth  day  of  April,  and  then  agreed  to  by  the  House, 
on  still  wine  imported  into  Great  Britain  or  Ireland  in  bottle,  there  shall  be 
charged,  le^ied,  and  paid  the  same  duties  in  respect  of  alcoholic  strength 
as  if  the  wine  were  in  cask,  and  an  additional  duty,  the  gallon  .  .  .  One 
shilling. — {Mr.  C/ut  nrellor  of  the  Exchequer. )  ...         ...         ...  ...  ...     538 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  upon  Monday  next ;  Committee  to  sit  again  upon 
Monday  next. 
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Colonial  Loans  Fund  Bill — ^Second  Reading — Order  for  Second  Reading 
read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time. 


Fagi 


Sir      Samuel     Mmifa{/u     (Taivef- 

Hamlefa,  frhifecJiapH) 
Mr.  Dillmi  {MayOy  E.)  ... 
Sir  M.  Hieks-BeAich 
Sir  John  Leng  (Dtindce) ... 


(MiddleJilrrovgh)  . . .  547 

Mr,  John    Wilson  {Falkirk 

Burghs)  ...         ...         ...  552 

Mr.  Daly  {Monaghan,  S.)  ...  552 
Mr.  Steadman{  To^cn  Ha  m  kf.% 

Stfpney)  ...         ...         ...  552 


Question  put. 

The  House  divided — Ayes,  132;  Noes,  33.     (Division  List,  No.  143.) 

Jlosolution  a^eed  to, 


540 
541 
542 
54  :J 


Discussion  : — 

Mr.  Sydney  Bwcion   {Tower 

Hamlets,  Poplar)  ...     539 

The      Chancellor      of      tJie 

Excliequer  {Sir  M.  Hicks- 

Be-ach,  Bristol,  W.)        ...     539 

Question  put  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed  for  Monday  next. 

Supreme  Court  (Appeals)  Bill  [Lords] — Considered  in  Committee. 

Clause  1 : — 

Question  again  proposed,  "  That  Clause  1,  as  amended,  stand  part  of  the 
Bill." 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported,  with  Amendments ;   as  amended,  to  be  considered  upon 
Monday  next. 

SUPPLY — Report  [5th  May] — Resolution  reported — 

Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Departments  (Estimates),  1899-1900. 

Class  II. 

"  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £133,098,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to 
complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of 
payment  during  the  year  ending  on  tfie  31st  day  of  March,  1900,  for  the  Salaries 
and  Expenses  of  the  office  of  the  Committee  of  Privy  Council  for  Trade  and 
Subordmate  Departments." 

Resolution  read  a  second  time. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  To  leave  out  * £133,098 '  in  order  to  insert  *  £132,998.'  "—{Mr.  Weir.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  *  £133,098 '  stand  part  of  the  resolution." 

Discussion  : — 

Mr.    J.    Havelock     IVilson  Mr.  Clmnning  {Noiihampton,  E),     553 


The  President  of   the   Board  of 

Trade  {Mr.  Patchie,  Croydon)...     554 
Ih'.  Chirk'  {Caithness)      ...         ...     558 
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WiNRs  Imported— -Return  presented,— relative  thereto  [Ordered  12th  May; 
Mr.  (tM]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Talile,  and  to  bo  printed.     (No.  196.) 

/Adjournment — Motion  made  and  Question — 

"  That  this  Hou.se  do  now  adjourn." — {Mr.  Balfour.) 
Put  and  agreed  to. 

Atljoumed  accordingly  at  ten  minutes  before  Twelve  of  the  clock. 


LORDS:  MONDAY,  15th  MAY  1899. 

PRIVATE    BILL    BUSINESS. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  acquainted  the  House  that  the  Clerk  of  the  Parlia- 
ments had  laid  upon  the  Table  the  Certificates  from  the  Examiners,  That 
the  following  Standing  Orders  applicable  to  the  following  Bills  had  been 
OQmplied  with:  Electric  Lighting  Provisional  Orders  (No.  1);  Electric 
Lighting  Provisional  Orders  (No.  10)  [Lords] ;  Electric  Lighting  Provisional 
Orders  (No.  11)  [Lords].  And  also  the  Certificates  that  the  further 
Standing  Orders  applicable  to  the  following  Bills  have  been  complied  with  : 
Owens  College,  Manchester  [Lords];  Edinburgh  Corporation;  Gateshead 
and  District  Tramways ;  Goole  Urban  District  Council.  The  same  were 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table 561 

Oreat  Orimsby  Street  Tramways  Bill  [Lords]— Reported,  with  Amend- 

lUdlvo      ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ••.       OOX 

Olaa^ow  and  South- Western  Railway  Bill  [Lords]— The  Queen's  Consent 

signified;  and  Bill  reported  from  the  Select  Committee,  with  Amendments    561 


Paisley  and  Barrhead  District  Railway  Bill  [Lords]— Reported  from  the 

Select  Committee,  with  Amendments  


561 


Oreat  Northern  Railway  Bill  [Lords J— The  Queen's  Consent  signified ;  and 

Bill  reported  from  the  Select  Committee,  with  Amendments        ...         ...     561 

Colonial  and  Foreign  Banks  Guarantee  Fund  Bill  [Lords]— Reported, 

with  Amendments       ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...     562 

Brighton  Marine  Palace  and  Pier  Bill  [Lords]  —Reported,  with  Amend- 

mtjiivss    •«•  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ..■  00^ 

Fomess  Railway  Bill  [Lords] — Reported,  with  Amendments  562 

Btretford  Oas  Bill  [Lords] — Reported,  with  Amendments     562 

Brigg  Urban  District  Oas  Bill— Reported,  with  Amendments        562 

Tenterden  Railway  Bill — Reported,  without  Amendment 562 

Lowestoft  Water  and  Oas  Bill  [Lords] ;  Moss  Side  Urban  District 
Council  (Tramways)  Bill  [Lords] ;  Stretford  Urban  District  Council 
(Tramways)  Bill  [Lords];    Withington  Urban  District  Council 

(Tramways)  Bill  [Lords] — Committee  to  meet  To-morrow         562 
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Yorke  Estate  Bill  [Lords] — Read  the  second  time     -.-     562 

Vale  of  Qlamorgan  Railway  Bill— Read  the  third  time,  and  passed  ...     562 

Wick  and  Pulteney  Harbours  Bill  [Lords];  St.  Neots  Water  Bill 
[Lords];  Bury  Corporation  Water  Bill  [Lordsl^;  Mersey  Docks 
and  aarbour  Board  (Pilotage)  Bill  [Lords] ;  Mersey  Docks  and 

Harbour  Board  (Finance)  Bill  [Lords] — Read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons       ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  ...      562 

Church  Stretton  Water  Bill  [Lords]— Read  the  third  time ;  Amendments 

made ;  Bill  passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons  ...         ...         ...         ...      562 

Humber  Conservancy  Bill  [Lords] ;  BexhiU  and  St.  Leonards  Tram- 
roads  Bill  [Lords] — Reaa  the  tnird  time,  and  passed,  and  sent  to  the 
Commons         562 

Burley-in-Wharfedale    Urban   District   Water  Bill— Read  the  third 

time,  with  the  Amendments ;    a  further  Amendment  made ;  Bill  passed, 

and  returned  to  the  Commons  ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...      563 

Nuneaton  and  Chilvers  Coton  Urban  District  Council  Water  Bill ; 
Woodhouse   and    Conisbrough    Railway  (Abandonment)  Bill — 

Read  the  third  time,  with  the  Amendments,  and  passed,  and  returned  to 

the  Commons  ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...     563 

Redditch  Qas  Bill;  West  Middlesex  Water  Bill— Brought  from  the 

Commons ;  read  the  first  time  ;  and  referred  to  the  Examiners     ...         ...      563 

Wallasey  Tramways  and  Improvement  BiU  [Lords] — Returned  from 

the  Commons  agreed  to,  with  Amendments  :  The  saia  Amendments  con- 
sidered, and  agreed  to...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...     563 

Electric  Lighting  Provisional  Orders  (No.  1)  Bill— To  be  read  the 

second  time  To-morrow. — {The  Earl  of  Dudley,)       563 

Electric    Lighting  Provisional  Orders  (No.  10)  Bill  [Lords]— To  be 

read  the  second  time  To-morrow        563 

Electric   Lightinfi^  Provisional  Orders  (No.  11)  Bill  [Lords]— To  be 

read  the  secona  time  To-morrow        563 

Private    and    Provisional   Order   Confirmation  Bills— Ordered,  That 

Standing  Orders  Nos.  92  and  93  be  suspended  ;  and  that  the  time  for 
depositing  Petitions  praying  to  be  heard  against  Private  and  Provisional 
Order  Confirmation  Bills,  which  would  otherwise  expire  during  the 
adjournment  of  the  House  at  Whitf^^untide,  be  extended  to  the  first  day 
on  which  the  House  shall  sit  after  the  Recess  563 

Education   Department   Provisional   Order  Confirmation  (London) 

Bill  [LordsJ— Read  the  second  time  (according  to  Order) 563 

Education  Department  Provisional  Order  Confirmation  (Liverpool) 

Bill  [Lords] — Read  the  second  time  (according  to  Order) 564 

Weston-super-Mare,  Clevedon,  and  Portishead  Tramways  Company 

(Light  Railway  Extensions)  Bill  [Lords]— Report  from  the  Committee 
of  Selection,  That  the  Lord  Raglan  be  proposed  to  the  House  as  a  Member 
of  the  Select  Committee  in  the  place  of  the  Earl  of  Denbigh.  Read,  and 
agreed  to  • . .         • . .         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         , , ,         , . .     564 
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Watermen's  and  Lightermen's  Acts  Amendment  Bill  [Lords]— Report 

from  the  Committee  of  Selection,  That  the  Lord  Raglan  be  proposed  to  the 
House  as  a  Member  of  the  Select  Committee  in  the  place  of  the  Earl  of 
Denbigh.    Read,  and  agreed  to        564 

RETURNS,  REPORTS,  &c. 
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Marriages  Validity  Bill  [Lords] — A  Bill  to  validate  certain  marriages  was 
presented  by  the  Lord  Bishop  of  London ;  read  the  first  time ;  and  to  be 
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Recruiting  for  the  Army  and  Militia — Questions,  The  Earl  of  Wcmyss, 
and  the  Duke  of  Northumberland  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  (The  Marquess  of  Lansdowne) 565 
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Infectious  Disease  (Notification)  Act  (1889)  Extension  Bill— House  in 

Committee  (accoraing  to  Order) :  Bill  reported,  without  Amendment ;  and 
re-committed  to  the  Standing  Committee     ...         ...         ...         ...         ...      579 

Public  Libraries  (Scotland)  Acts  Amendment  Bill— House  in  Commit- 
tee (according  to  Order) :  Bill  reported,  without  Amendment ;  and  re-com- 
mitted to  the  Standing  Committee    ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...     579 

Licensing  (Disqualification  of  Justices  Removal)  Bill  [Lords]— House 

in  Committee  (according  to  Order) :    Bill  reported,  without  Amendment ; 

and  re-<Jommited  to  the  Standing  Committee  ...         ...         ...         ...     579 

Board  of  Education  Bill  [Lords] — Read  the  third  time  (according  to  Order) : 

Amendments  made ;  Bill  passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons  ...         ...     579 

House   adjourned  at   twenty -five  minutes 

before  Six  of  the  clock. 


COMMONS :  MONDAY,  15th  MAY  1899. 

PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS, 

Private  Bills  (Standing  Order  62  complied  with)— Mr.  Speaker  laid 
upon  the  Table  Report  from  one  of  the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private 
Bills,  That,  in  the  case  of  the  following  Bill,  referred  on  the  First  Reading 
thereof,  Standing  Order  No.  62  has  been  complied  with,  viz.,  Waterford 
and  Central  Ireland  Railway  Bill.  Ordered,  That  the  Bill  be  read  a 
second  time      ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...     579 

Private  Bills  [Lords]  (Standing  Orders  not  previously  inquired  into 
complied  with)— Mr.  Speaker  laid  upon  the  Table  Report  from  one  of 
the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  That  in  the  case  of  the 
following  Bill,  referred  on  the  First  Reading  thereof,  the  Standing  Orders 
not  previously  inquired  into,  and  which  are  applicable  thereto,  have  been 
complied  with,  viz..  South  Hants  Water  Bill  [Lords].  Ordered,  That  the 
Bill  be  read  a  second  time      5^0 

Provisional  Order  Bill  (Standing  Orders  applicable  thereto  com- 
plied with)— Mr.  Speaker  laid  upon  the  Table  Report  from  one  of  the 
p]xaminers  of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  That,  in  the  case  of  the  following 
Bill,  referred  on  the  First  Reading  thereof,  the  Standing  Orders  which  are 
applicable  thereto,  viz..  Pier  and  Harbour  Provisional  Orders  (No.  1)  Bill. 
Ordered,  That  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  To-morrow 5^0 

Fishffuard    and    Rosslare    Railways   and   Harbours    Bill   (Queen's 

Consent  signified) — Read  the  third  time,  and  passed  ^^q 

Northern  Assurance  Company  Bill  [Lords]— Read  the  third  time,  and 

pvssed,  with  Amendments      5gQ 

Aire  and  Calder  Navigation  Bill— As  amended,  considered  ;  to  be  reml  the 
third  time 


Coalville  Urban  District  Qas  Bill  [Lords]— As  amended,  considered  j  to 
be  read  the  third  time 
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580 
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Clause  9: — 

Amendment  proposed — 

**  In  page  9,  line  30,  at  end,  to  add,  *  A  boroagli  council  appointing  under 
this  Act  any  Committee,  may  from  time  to  time  make,  vary,  and  revoke 
regulations  respecting  the  quorum  and  proceedings  of  such  Committee ;  and,  sub- 
ject to  such  regulations,  the  proceedings  and  quorum  shall  be  such  as  the 
Committee  may  from  time  to  time  direct,  and  the  chairman  at  any  meeting  of 
the  Committee  shall  have  a  second  or  casting  vote.*  " — {Mr.  Lough.) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  those  words  be  there  added." 

Discussion  :— 

Mr.     Stuart     (Shoredilchy                     Mr.     Sydney    Buxton    (Tower 
Hoxion)  ...         ...     608  HamUts,  Poplar)     609 

The  Solicihr-General  (Sir 
R.  B.  Finlay,  Inverness 
Burghs)  608 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  6,  line  30,  at  end,  to  add,  'except  that  a  Committee  appointed 
for  the  purposes  of  the  Libraries  Acts,  1892  and  1893,  may  spend  in  any  year  a 
num  equal  to  the  amount  wliich  would  be  produced  in  that  year  by  the  maxi- 
mum rate  which,  at  the  passing  of  this  Act,  could  be  levied  in  the  district  for 
which  the  Committee  acta.  ** — {Mr.   Whitmore.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted.'' 
Discussion  :— 

The  First  Lard  of  the  Trea-  Sir    Cliarks    Dilke    (Gloucester, 

sury  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Forest  of  Dean)        610 

Manchester,  E.)  ...     609 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed, — 

"In  page  U,  line  30,  to  add  the  wonls,  *Any  two  or  more  Borough 
Councils,  or  any  Borough  Council  or  Councils,  and  any  Board  or  Boanls 
of  (vuardians  in  the  metropolis,  may  from  time  to  time  concur  in  appoint- 
ing out  of  their  resi>eftive  Ixxlies  a  joint  committee  for  any  purpose 
in  rcHj)ect  of  which  they  are  jointly  interested,  and  may  confer  on  any 
such  committee  any  ]K)wer  which  the  a{)pointing  Council  or  Board  might  exer- 
cise for  the  purpose  for  which  the  conunittee  is  appointed." — {Mr.  PickersgilL) 

Question  proposed — "  That  those  words  be  there  added." 
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Stamp  Duties. 


12.  ''That,  in  lieu  of  the  Stamp  Duties  mentioned  in  the  Resolutions 
numbered  2  and  4,  relating  to  Stamp  Duties,  a^^reeil  to  by  the  Houfte  on  tlie 
fourteenth  day  of  April,  one  thousand  eight  huncired  and  ninety -nine,  there  shall 
l»e  charged  the  following  Stamp  Duties,  namely — 

(1)  on  all  foreign  and  colonial  marketable  securities  transferable  by 
delivery  which  are  not  at  present  chargeable  with  Stamp  Duty,  and 
which  are  negotiated  in  the  United  Kingdom  after  the  first  day  of 
August,  one  tliousand  eight  hundred  and  ninety-nine  ;  and 

(2)  on  any  instrument  to  bearer  by  means  of  which  any  share  or  stock  of 

anjr  comiMkny  or  body  of  persons  formed  or  estaolished  out  of  the 
United  Kingdom  is,  aiter  tne  first  da^  of  August,  one  thousand  eight 
hundred  and  ninety-nine,  negotiated  in  the  United  Kingdom, 
a  stamp  duty  of  one  shilling  for  every  ten  pounds,  and  also  for  any  fractional 
pat  t  of  ten  pounds,  in  the  case  of  a  marketaole  security  of  the  mone^  thereby 
secured,  and  in  the  case  of  any  such  instrument  to  bearer  of  tbe  nominal  value 
of  the  share  or  stock  to  which  the  instrument  relates." 

Still  Wines  in  Bottle. 

3.  "  Tliat,  in  lieu  of  the  Duties  of  Customs  payable,  under  the  Resolution 
reported  from  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  on  the  fourteenth  da^  of 
April,  and  then  agreed  to  by  the  House,  on  still  wine  imported  into  Great  Britain 
or  Ireland  in  bottle,  there  shall  l^  charged,  levied,  and  paid  the  same  Duties  in 
respect  of  alcoholic  strength  as  if  the  wine  were  in  cask,  and  an  additional 
Duty,  the  gallon    ....     One  Shilling." 

Resolutions  agreed  to. 

Ordered,  that  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Commitee  on  the  Finance  Bill  that 
they  have  power  to  make  provision  therein  pursuant  to  the  said  Resolu- 
tions.— {Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  ExcJi^quei'.) 

Finance  (Re-committed)  Bill. — Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  2,  amended,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  3,  amended,  and  agreed  to. 

New  clause  (Additional  Duties  on  Spirits) — {Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  ExcJiequer) 
brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 


Tfie  Chawelhr  of  the  Exchequer' 
687  {SirM,  Hirks-Beach,  Bristol,  W,) 


Discussion  : — 

Mr,     Courtney    {Corntoall, 
Bodmin) 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to 
Clause  added. 
Bill  reported,  as  amended,  to  be  considered  to-morrow 

Colonial  Loans  Fund  Bill. — Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1 : — 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again  this  day  ... 
Supreme  Court  (Appeals)  Bill — [Lords], 

As  amended,  considered  ;  read  the  third  time,  and  passed... 


Pint. 


68' 


688 


68S 


688 


Adjouraetl  at  ten  minutes  aflor  Twelve  of  the  clock. 
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Parish  Councillors  (Tenure  of  Office)  Bill— Reported  from  the  Standing 

Committee  with  an  Amendment.     The  Report  thereof  to  be  received  on 
Thursday  next ;  and  Bill  to  be  printed  as  amended.     (No.  95.) 692 

Infectious  Disease  (Notification)  Act  (1889)  Extension  Bill— Reported 

from  the  Standing  Committee  without  amendment,  and  to  be  read  the 
third  time  on  Thursday  next 692 

Public  Libraries  (Scotland)  Acts  Amendment  Bill— Reported  from  the 

Standing  Committee  without  amendment,  and  to  be  read  the  third  time  on 
Thursday  next...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...     692 

Licensing  (Disqualification  of  Justices  Removal)  Bill— Reported  from 

the  Standing  Committee  without  amendment,  and  to  be  read  the  third  time 

on  Thursday  next       ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...     692 

Isolation  Hospitals  Acts  (Amendment)  Bill  [Lords]— Second  Reading 

— Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time." 

Discussion  : — 

The  Earl  of  Lichfield  ...     693        Lord  Harris 695 

On  question,  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time  (according  to  Order)  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  whole  House. 

Metropolitan  Water  Oompanies  Bill— .Committee— House  in  Committee 

(according  to  Order). 

Clause  1  : — 

Amendment  moved — 

*'  In  page  2,  line  1,  to  leave  out  *  ami  maintaining.' " — [Viscount  Hampden.) 

Lord  James  of  Hereford   ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...     697 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  moved — 

'*  In  line  2,  after  *  borne '  to  insert '  and  the  monev  required  for  the  construc- 
tion of  such  works  sliall  be  raised  by  the  is»ue  of  debenture  stock  under  the 
powers  of  this  Act  by  the  company  actually  constructing  the  same,  but  the 
mterest  on  such  stock  shall,  subject  as  herein-after  provideC  be  borne.' "— ( Vis- 
count Hampden,) 


Agreed  to. 

Clause  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
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Clause  2 : — 

Amendment  moved — 

"  On  page  3,  after  line  7,  insert,  *  Provided  that  a  company  shall  not  be  re- 
(^nired  to  canj  to  a  sinking  fond  a  percentage  on  the  amonnt  of  money  for  the 
time  beii^  raised  by  the  issne  of  debenture  stock  created  under  the  powers  of 
this  Act.' — (Xord  James  of  Hereford.) 


Lord  RxisseU  of  KiUowen           ...      711 
The  Prime  Minister  and  Secretary 
of  State   for   Foreign    Affairs 
{The  Marquess  of  Salidniry)  ...      712 
Earl  of  Kinsley         713 


On  Question,  their  Lordships  divided : — Content^  51 ;  Not-contents,  20. 
Amendment  moved,  at  the  end  of  Clause  2,  to  add — 


Discussion  :— 

Lord  Rfbblesddte    ... 

...     701 

Viscount  Knutsford, . . 
Lord  TweedmmUh  . . . 

...  702 
...     703 

Viscovmi  Hampden. . . 

LordDavey 

Lord  James  of  Hereford 

...  704 
...  707 
...     709 

"  And  provided  that  the  total  amount  of  such  stock  shall  not  exceed  £500,000." 
— {Lord  Ttoeedmouth.) 

Lard  James  of  Hereford 715 

Amendment,  by  leave  of  the  House,  withdrawn. 
Other  Amendments  agreed  to. 

Moved,  to  insert  the  following  new  clause — 

'*  Nothing  in  this  Act  shall  authorise  the  construction  by  any  metropolitan 
water  company  of  any  works  for  the  purpose  of  utilising  any  supplies  of^water 
drawn  from  the  wells  outside  the  water  limits  of  the  metropolitan  water  com|)a- 
nies  not  now  utilised  under  the  powers  possessed  by  such  companies." — {Earl 
Cowper.) 

Discussion  :— 

Earl  Stanhope        716        Lord  James  of  Hereford  ...'    7i6 

On  Question,  agreed  to. 

Standing  Committee  negatived :  The  Report  of  the  Amendments  to  be 
received  on  Thursday  next,  and  Standing  Order  No.  39  to  be  considered 
in  order  to  its  being  dispensed  with  ;  and  Bill  to  be  printed  as  amended. 
^jmo.  \3z,f      •..         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...     717 

Solicitors  Bill  [Lords] — Commons'  Atnendments   considered  (according  to 

order),  and  agreed  to 717 

QUESTION. 

Sierra  Leone — Question,  Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley ;  Answer,  The  Under 

Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  (The  Earl  of  Selbome)  717 

House  adjonmed  at  Forty-five  minutes  past  Six  of  the  clock. 
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(in  continuation  of  Parliamentary  Paper,  No.  97,  of  Session   1898)." — {Mr. 
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Gas  Undertakings. — Return  ordered,  "relating  to  all  authorised  Gas 
Undertakings  in  the  United  Kingdom  other  than  those  of  Local 
Authorities,  for  the  year  ended  Slst  day  of  December,  1898  (in  continua- 
tion of  Parliamentary  Paper,  No.  364,  of  Session  1898)."— (.If r.  Mchie.),..     729 
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Stamp  Duties. 

^,  ''That,  in  lieu  of  the  Stain])  DutieH  mentioned  in  the  Resolations 
nun)l)ere<l  2  ami  4,  relating  to  Stamp  Dutien,  aip*ee<l  to  by  the  Houfte  on  the 
fourteenth  day  of  April,  one  thouHanii  eight  huncired  and  ninety -nine,  there  shall 
1)6  charged  the  following  Stamp  Duties,  namely — 

(1)  on  all  foreign  and  colonial  marketable  securities  transferable  by 
delivery  which  are  not  at  present  chargeable  with  Stamp  Duty,  and 
wliich  are  negotiated  in  the  United  Kingdom  after  the  first  day  of 
August,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  mnety-nine  ;  and 

(2)  on  any  instrument  to  bearer  by  means  of  which  any  share  or  stock  of 

■    "  ■  Al 


a  stamp  duty  of  one  shilling  for  every  ten  pounds,  and  also  for  any  fractional 
pat  t  of  ten  pounds,  in  the  case  of  a  marketable  security  of  the  mone^  thereby 
secured,  ana  in  the  case  of  any  such  instrument  to  bearer  of  the  nominal  value 
of  the  share  or  stock  to  which  the  instrument  relates." 

Still  Wines  in  Bottle. 

3.  "  Tliat,  in  lieu  of  the  Duties  of  Customs  payable,  under  the  Resolution 
reported  from  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  on  the  fourteenth  da^  of 
April,  and  then  aCTeeil  to  by  the  House,  on  still  wine  imported  into  Great  Britain 
or  Ireland  in  bottle,  there  shall  l)c  charged,  levied,  and  paid  the  same  Duties  in 
respect  of  alcoholic  strength  as  if  the  wine  were  in  cask,  and  an  additional 
Duty,  the  gallon    ....     One  Shilling." 

Kesolutioiis  agreed  to. 

Ordered,  that  it  bo  an  Instniction  to  the  Commitee  on  the  Finance  Bill  that 
they  have  power  to  make  provision  therein  pursuant  to  the  said  Resolu- 
tions.— (il//*.  (JJuincellor  of  the  Exchequer,) 

Finance  (Re-committed)  Bill. — Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  2,  amended,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  3,  amended,  and  agreed  to. 

New  clause  (Additional  Duties  on  Spirits) — {Mr.  Chnncelhr  of  (he  Exchequer) 
brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

Discussion  : — 

Mr.     Courtney     {Cormoall,  Th^  C/ianrell/rr  of  the  Exchequer* 

Hoilmin)  687  {^irM.  Hvks-Bmrh,  Bristol  jr.)     687 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to 
Clause  added. 
Bill  reported,  as  amended,  to  be  considered  to-morrow       ...         ...         ...     688 

Colonial  Loans  Fund  Bill. — Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1  : — 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again  this  day  ...         088 

Supreme  Court  (Appeals)  Bili. — [Lords]. 

As  amended,  considered  ;  read  the  third  time,  and  passed 688 

Adjourned  at  ten  minutes  af Icr  Twelvo  of  the  clock. 
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PUBLIC  BUSINESS. 

London  Oovenunent  Bill — Considered  in  Committee. 

Clause  14 — 
Amendment  proposed — 

*'  In  pase  9,  line  7,  at  end,  to  insert,  *hefore  any  Order  in  Council  is  made 
under  this  Act,  the  draft  thereof  shall  be  laid  before  each  House  of  Parliament 
for  not  less  than  30  days  on  which  that  House  is  sitting,  and  if  either  of  those 
Houses  before  the  expiration  of  30  those  days  presents  an  address  to  Her 
Majesty  against  the  draft,  or  any  part  thereof,  no  further  proceedings  shall  be 
taken  thereon,  without  prejudice  to  the  making  of  any  new  draft  Order.*' — 
{Sir  Charles  Dilke,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

Discussion  : — 

The     First    Lard    of    the  Mr.  Stuart  (Sharediich,  Hoz- 

Treasury    (Mr.     A.    J.  ten)        756 

Balfour,  Ma/ichestery   E.)  755                Captain  Norton  (Nemngton, 

Mr.  Sydney  Buxton  {Tower  W.)       757 

Hamlets,  Poplar)           ...  755 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Words  added. 
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A.mendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  9,  line  10,  at  end  to  insert, '  (3)  The  ComniissioneKi,  before  pre- 
paring any  Order  or  scheme  under  Section  one  of  this  Act,  or  any  other  Onler  or 
scheme  for  carrying  this  Act  into  effect,  when  the  subject  matter  is  one  to  which 
a  local  inquiry  is  applicable,  shall  cause  to  be  made  a  local  inquiry,  of 
which  due  public  notice  shall  be  given,  and  at  which  an^  vestry,  district  mard, 
or  other  local  authoritjr  affected  thereby  shall  be  permitted  to  tender  evidence 
and  make  representations  which  the  Commissioner  shall  consider." — {Mr^ 
PickersgUl. ) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

Discussion  :— 

Mr.  A,  J.  Balfour  ...     757  Mr.  Stuart 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  9,  line  11,  to  leave  out  Sub-section  {^)"—(Mr^  Laugh.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  Sub-section  (3)  stand  part  of  the  clause." 

Discussion  : — 

Mr.  A.J.  Balfmir  ...  759 

Mr.     Pickei'sgill     {Bethnal 

Green,  S.^r.) 759 

Mr.  Lmi^fh  {Islingtm,  JF.)  759 

Question  put. 


The  SoliHtar-General  (Sir  B.  B. 
Finlay,  Inverness  Burghs)    . . . 
Mr.  Pk'kei'sgill . . . 
Mr.  Stuart 


The    Committee    divided: — Ayes,     192;     Noes,    100. — (Di\nsion    List, 
No.  151.) 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  15  : — 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  9,  line  14,  to  leave  out  '  may,'  and  insert  *  shall,'  as  the  circum- 
stances in  each  case  may  require." — (Mr.  Stephens.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word  '  may,'  stand  part  of  thp  clause." 

Discussion  : — 

Sir  R.  B.  Finlay 763  Colonel  Hughes  ( Woolwich)     . . . 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Questions,  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton  (Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar)  and  Mr.  W.  F.  D. 
Smith  (Strand).      Answers,   The  Solicitor-General,  Sir  R.    B.  Finlay 
(Inverness  Burghs),  and  The  Attorney-General  (Sir  Richard  Webster 
(Isle  of  Wight) 

Other  Amendments  made. 

Amendment  proposed — 

*'  In  page  9,  line  30,  at  end,  to  insert  *  (e)  for  the  apportionment  and  transfer 
of  property  and  liabilities  as  may  be  done  under  Section  68  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Act,  1894.'  "--{Mr.  Stephens.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

Str  B,  B,  J*  tnlay   ...         ...         ...         ...         .  • .         .  •  •         ...         ... 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn 
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Amoiuhneiit  proposed — 

"  In  [Mij^e  9,  line  31,  after  '  Act,'  to  iiiMert  'other  than  The  London  Bnilding 
Act,  1894."'— (-V/-.  Courfuei/,) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed — 

'*  In  nage  9,  line  36,  at  end  to  insert '  (2)  A  sclieme  or  order  mav  be  made 
for  amenaing  any  Aclienie  or  order  previoiii>ly  made  in  pursuance  of  this  Act, 
and  may  be  matte  by  the  same  autnority  and  after  the  same  procedure  as  the 
original  scheme  or  orcler.'  " — (Mr,  Lough. ) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

Discussion  : — 

Sir  Riclmrd  IFehster  ...     765         Mr,  Lough         

Amendment  put,  and  negatived. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  9,  line  36,  at  end,  to  add,  '  (g)  and  for  enabling  borough  councils 
to  expend  money  on  technical  instruction,  provided  that  nothing  in  tlib)  Act 
shall  alter  the  powers  of  the  liondon  County  Council  in  respect  of  the  Technical 
Education  Act  and  of  the  administration  of  the  grant  for  technical  education.'  " 
—{Mr,  Stuart.) 


Page 


Discussion  : — 

Mr,  A,  J,  Balfmw  ...     766 

Mr,  Stiuirt...         ...         ...     766 

Amendment  ruled  "  out  of  order." 


Sir  Richard  Webster 


Amendment  propose<l — 

"  In  page  10,  line  4,  after  *  ileemed,*  to  insert,  *  otherwise  than  for  the  purpose 
of  lodging  a  petition.'' — {Mr.  J,  Stuart.) 

Question,  "  That  those  words  l>e  there  inserted,"  put  and  negatived. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  At  end  of  clause  to  add  :  '  The  Mayor,  Commonalty,  and  citizens,  and 
the  Court  of  Aldermen,  and  the  Coroner,  and  other  officers  of  the  City  of  London 
and  their  deputies,  shall  also  be  deemed  a  local  authority  within  the  meaning  of 
the  said  provisions  so  far  as  relates  to  any  powers  exerciseable  by  them  respec- 
tively within  the  ancient  Borough  of  Southwark.'' — (Mr.  Caust&n.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  added," 

JjI  /*.  JT. .  «/  ■  JjCLlTOtir  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ... 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"At  end  of  clause,  to  add  :  '  The  London  County  Council  shall  be  entitled  to 
make  representations  to  the  Commissioners  and  to  the  Committee  of  the  Privy 
•  Council  in  respect  of  any  of  the  matters  referred  to  them  by  this  Act,  and  shall 
be  entitled  to  oe  heard  in  support  of  such  representations. "---(i(fr.  Lough.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  these  words  be  there  inserted." 

Discussion  : — 


Mr,  A.  J,  Balfour  . . .  767 

Mr.  Sydney  Buxton  . . .  768 

Mr.  A,  J,  Balfour  ...  768 

Mr.  Stuart  768 

Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour  ...  769 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 


Sir  J,  Blundell  Maph  . . . 

Mr.  Lough 

Colonel  Hughes  ... 

3/7*.  Haldane  (Haddington) 

Mr.  A,  J.  Bcdfour 
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770 
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Clause  16 : — 
Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  17 : — 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  10,  lines  11  and  12,  to  omit  the  words  '  or  of  constituting  a  satis- 
factory area  for  a  borough.'  *^—(Mr,  Herbert  RoberUon.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  clause." 

Mr,  A.  J,  Balfour  ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  ...      771 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  That  Sub-section  (1)  be  omitted."— (-^^r  Charles  Dilke.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  Sub-section  (1)  stand  part  of  the  clause." 

Discussion  : — 

Sir  Richard  fFebster            ...  772        Mr.  Stephens  (Middlesex,  Homsey)   77i' 
Sir  Charles  Dilke  {Gloucester,  Mr,  Bousfield  (Hackney,  N.)       ...    772 

Forest  of  Dean) 772 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  10,  line  22,  after  *  observed,'  to  insert,  *  Provided  that  where  any 
such  detached  part  is  geographically  situate  within  any  borough  mentioned  in 
the  First  Schedule  to  this  Act,  it  snail  remain  part  of  that  lx»rough.'" — (Mr. 
Burdett-  Cautts. ) 

,  Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

Discussion  : — 

Sir  Richard  fFebster  ...  773         Colonel  Hughes 773 

Mr.  Whitnwre  (Chelsea)       ...  773 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  10,  line  23,  to  leave  out  sub-section  (2)." — {Mr.  Bigwood.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  Sub-section  (2)  stand  part  of  the  clause.'' 

Discussion  :— 


Sir  F.  DixovrHartland  (Mid- 

Colonel Hughes 776 

dlesex,  Uxbridge) 

774 

Mr.  Stephms     776 

Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour 

775 

Mr.  Sydney  Buxton       777 

Lard    Edmond    FUzmaurice 

Mr.  Bigwood  (Middlesex,   Brent- 

(JVil^hire, CriMade)    ... 

775 

ford)  777 

Question  put^  and  negatived. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  10,  line  23,  after  *  surrounds,'  to  insert  'wholly  or  for  the  greater 
part ' ;  and,  in  the  same  line,  to  leave  out  *  detached.'  "^Jlfr.  Lough.) 
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DisfTssiox: — 

Ml.  A .  J.  Half  our 77«         Mr.  L/nigh  778 

Mi\  Stuart 778         Lml  Etlmmid  Fitzmaurire         ...     778 


Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"In  page  10,  line 
line  30."— (^r.  Stuart.) 


In  page  10,  line  28,  to  leave  out  from  'London'   to   'the  whole,'   in 
\"-(&r.   ■ 


Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  clause. '* 

Discission  : — 

Mr.  Bousfield        779         Mr,  A.  J  ^Balfour         779 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  18  : — 

Amendment  proposed — 

**  In  paf^  11,  line  10,  at  end,  to  add,  '(3)  Nothing  in  this  Act  shall  prevent 
the  council  of  an^  borough  from  continuing  to  make  any  contribution  for  the 
purpose  of  technical  education  hitherto  made  by  any  local  autlioritv.  (4)  Nor 
trom  exercining  its  existing  powers  to  carry  on  a  market.' " — {Colonel  Hughes.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  he  there  inserted." 


Discussion  : — 

Sir  Jiirhard  JFehnfer  ...     780         Colonel  Hughes 780 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  19  agreed  to. 

Clause  20  :— 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  11,  line  37,  after  *  hall,'  to  innert  '  or  mortuary.' "—(^»'-  Thornton.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

Discussion  : — 

Sir  E.  B.  Finhy 780        Mr.  ThofiUan     780 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Other  Amendments  made. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  12,  line  6,  to  leave  out  *  town  clerk,'  and    insert  •  borough 
council."*-— (Afr.  Piekersgill.) 

Question  proposed,  "That   the    words  *town  clerk'  stand  part  of  the 
clause." 

Discussion  : — 

Sir  R.  B.  FifUaff 781        Mr.  Stmri        781 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
VOL  LXXI.    [Fourth  Skkies.]  g 
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Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  12,  line  5,  at  end,  to  add,  '  Where  before  the  passing  of  this  Act 
the  duty  of  appointing  trustees  of  any  parochial  charity,  or  of  any  board  of 
trustees  constituted  by  an  order  of  the  Charity  Commissioners,  has  devolved 
upon  the  vestry  of  any  parish,  such  duty  shall  oe  transferred  to  the  council  of 
the  borough  in  which  the  parish  is  situate :  Provided,  that  in  the  future  election 
or  appointment  of  such  trustees  only  those  members  of  -the  council  shall  be 
entitled  to  vote  who  represent  the  parish  or  any  portion  thereof  to  which  the 
charity  is  applicable,  and  where  a  parish  has  been  divided  by  the  operation  of 
any  scheme  made  under  this  Act,  such  scheme  shall  make  provision  for  the 
proportion  in  which  the  trustees  shall  be  appointed  in  like  manner  by  each  of 
the  borough  councils  exercising  jurisdiction  over  portions  of  the  parish.'  " — 
{Mr.  Causton.) 

Mr,  A.  J,  Balfour  782 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed — 

'*  In  page  12,  line  5,  at  end,  to  add  'no  ecclesiastical  charity  (as  defined  by 
the  Local  Government  Act,  1894)  shall  be  affected  by  anything  in  this  Act.'  " — 
{Lord  Hugh  Cecil.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

Sir  Richard  Webster        ...      782 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  21  :— 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  12,  line  6,  after  '  shall,'  to  insert,  *  direct  that  the  area  of  Westmin- 
ster, as  constituted  by  this  Act,  shall  be  called  the  City  of  Westminster,  &c." — 
{Mr.  Burdett-Coutts.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

jXLr,  jt. .  t/ .  jjdvTOur . . m         . . .         . . .         •••         «••         ...         ...         ...      f oo 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  12,  line  12,  after  *  duty,'  to  insert,  *  and  give  such  directions  as  to 
the  first  meeting  of  the  borough  councils.' " — {Mr.  Attorney-General.) 

Question,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  12,  line  16,  to  insert,  '  The  Order  in  Council  under  this  Act  shall 
provide  tor  the  revised  list  of  voters  in  the  administrative  County  of  London, 
outside  the  City,  being,  in  the  ye^tr  1900,  printed  and  signed  before  October  20, 
and  coming  into  operation  as  the  register  for  the  purposes  of  the  borough  election 
on  November  1." — {Mr.  Attorney-General.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

Discussion  : — 

Sir  Charles  Dilke     784        Mr.  Bousfield 785 

Question  put,  [and  agreed  to. 
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Amendment  proposed — 

"  To  insert,  '  On  the  daj  on  which  the  first  borough  councillors  elected 
under  this  Act  come  into  office,  the  persons  who  are  then  members  of  elected 
vestries  or  district  lx>ards  sliall  cease  to  hold  office,  and  until  that  day  the 

Sersons  who  are,  at  the  passing  of  this  Act,  members  of  elected  vestries  and 
istrict  boards  shall  continue  in  office  as  if  the  tenu  of  office  for  which  they  were 
elected  expired  on  that  day,  except  for  the  purpose  that  no  further  election  shall 
take  place.'" — {Mr,  Attorney-General,) 

Question,  «*  That  those  words  be  there  inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  ta 
Clause  22  amended,  and  agreed  to. 
Clause  23  :— 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  paee  12,  line  41,  to  leave  out  the  words  from  the  word  *  ooancil/  to  the 
second  word  *  the,'  in  page  13,  line  1.  '* — (Mr,  Cohen,) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  clause." 

Discussion  :— 

Mr,  A.  J.  Balfowr 786       'Sir  R,  B.  Firday  786 

Mr.  Stuart 786        Mr,  Sydney  Bxixton       786 

Captain  Norton     ...         ...     786 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided : — Ayes,  172  ;  Noes,  94.     (Division  List,  No.  152.) 

Amendment  proposed — 


"  In  page  13,  line  7,  after  the  word  '  officer,'  to  insert  the  words  '  whose  office 
they  may  deem  unnecessary  ;  but  any  officer  required  to  perform  duties  such  as 
are  not  tne  same  or  analogous,  or  which  are  in  addition  to  those  which  he  is  at 
present  re<)uired  to  perform,  may  relinquish  his  office,  and  any  officer  so  relin- 
quishing his  office,  or  whose  office  is  abolished,  shall  be  entitled  to  compensation 
under  this  Act.' "— (Co^cmc/  Hughes,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

Discussion  : — 

Mr,  A,  J,  Balfour  ...     789        Colonel  Hughes 789 

Mr,  Sydney  Buxton  ...     789        Mr,  Bartley  {Islingian,  N,)       ...     789 

Amendment  amended — 

"  By  leaving  out^  in  line  3,  the  words  '  the  same  or,'  and  by  leaving  out  the 
word  '  in,'  and  inserting  the  words  *  an  unreasonable,'  instead  tnereof." 

Question  proposed — 

<*  That  the  words  <  whose  office  they  may  deem  nnneceesary ;  but  any  officer 
reauired  to  perform  duties  such  as  are  not  analog|ouB,  or  which  are  an  unreaaon- 
able  addition  to  those  which  he  is  at  present  required  to  perform,  may  relinquish 
his  office,  and  any  officer  so  relinquishing  his  office,  or  whose  office  is  abolished, 
shall  be  entitled  to  compensation  under  this  Act'  be  there  inserted." 

g2 
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790 

Sir  T.  G.  FardeU  {Pculdingtm,  S.) 

79:i 

790 

Mr,  Lowles  (SharedUchf   Hagger- 

791 
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793 

791 

Lord  E.  FUzmaurice 

794 

792 

The  Secretary  to  the  Local  Govem- 

793 

meni  Board  {Mr.  T.  /T.  Bussell, 

793 
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794 
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794 
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793 
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Discussion  : — 

Mr,  Pickersgill 

Mr,  John  Burns  (Battersea) 

Mr,  Sydney  Buxton 

Mr,  A,  J,  Balfour.,. 

Mr,  John  Burns     ... 

Sir  R,  B,  Finlay    ... 

Mr,  John  Bums     ... 

The  Preside  of  the  Board  of 

Trade       (Mr,       Bitchie, 

Croydon)... 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes,  139;  Noes,  61.     (Division  List,  No.  153.) 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  After  the  words  last  inserted,  to  add  the  words,  '  The  borough  councils 
may  distribute  tlie  business  to  be  performed  by  the  existing  officers  in  such 
manner  as  the  councils  may  think  junt,  and  every  existing  officer  shall  perform 
such  duties  in  relation  to  that  buHiness  as  may  lie  directed  by  the  council. ' " — 
{Sir  T.  G.  Fardell.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

Discussion  : — 

Mr,  John  Bums     797        Mr,  A,  J,  Balfour        798 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  13,  line  7,  at  end,  to  insert,  '  If  any  officer  Ls  transferred  by  or 
under  this  Act  to  the  service  of  a  borouf^h  council,  and  within  five  years  mm 
the  date  of  transfer  is  removed  from  his  office  for  any  cau.se  other  than  mis- 
conduct or  incapacity,  his  office  shall  be  deemed  to  have  been  abolished  within 
the  meaning  of  this  Act  and  of  the  enactments  applied  by  this  section." — 
[Colonel  Hughes,) 

• 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted," 

Discussion  : — 

Mr.  John  Bums  ... 
Colonel  Hughes     ... 
Mr.  W,  F,  D,  Smith 
Mr,  John  Burns  ... 
Mr,    Burdett-Cmdts  {fTest- 
minster) 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  13,  line  7,  at  end,  to  insert, '  all  service  by  an  officer  under  any 
authority  or  authorities  to  whom  this  Act  applies,  shall  be  aggregated  and 
reckonea  for  the  purposes  of  this  Act,  whether  the  service  has  been  continuous 
or  not,  and  whether  his  whole  time  has  been  devoted  to  the  service  or  not." — 
{Colmiel  Hugh  ex.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words  be  there  inserted.' 

Discussion  : — 

Sir  Richard  Webster         . . .     803  Colonel  Hughes 

Mr.  Oldroyd  (Dewsbury) 


798 

Lord  E,  Fitzmauiice    , , , 

...     800 

799 

Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour 

...     801 

799 

Colonel  Hughes 

...     801 

799 

Mr.  Stuart 

...     802 

Mr,  John  Burns 

...     802 

800 


Mr,  Stuart 
Mr.  John  Burns 


803 

803 


804 
804 


Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
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Amendment  proposed — 

In  page  13,  line  11,  to  leave  out  all  after  the  second  '  council/  and  insert, '  If 
any  person  to  whom  a  compensation  annuity  is  gnmted  under  this  Act  accepts 
anyjpublic  employment,  he  shall,  during  the  continuance  of  that  employment, 
receive  only  so  much  (if  any)  of  that  annuity  as,  with  the  remuneration  of 
that  employment,  will  amount  to  a  sum  not  exceeding  the  salary  or  emoluments 
in  respect  of  the  loss  whereof  the  annuity  was  award^,  and  if  tiie  remuneration 
of  that  employment  is  equal  to  or  greater  than  such  salary  or  emoluments,  the 
annuity  shall  be  suspenaed  so  long  as  he  receives  that  remuneration.'  "—{Sir 
r.  G.  FardelL) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

Discussion  : — 

Sir  Richard  Webster          ...     805         Mr,  Banbury  {CamherwMy  Peck- 
Sir  r.  G,  Fardell  (Padding-  ham) 806 

toiiy  o.)  ...         ...         ...     805 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Amendment  proposed — 

'*  In  page  13,  line  18,  to  leave  out  the  first '  may,'  and  insert,  *  shall.' " — 
(Colonel  Hughes,) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  word  *  may '  stand  part  of  the  clause." 

Lard  Edinand  FUznuiurice.,.         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...     806 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  24  :— 

Amendment  proposed — 
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Bill  read  the  second  time  (according  to  Order),  and  committed  to  a 
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House  adjourned  at  ten  minutes  after  Five  of  the  clock. 
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PUBLIC  BUSINESS. 

Ireland — Public  Meeting,  County  of  Mayo — Motion  for  Adjournment. 

Mr.  DAvnr  (Mayo,  S.)  rose  in  his  place,  asked  leave  to  move  the  Ad- 
journment of  the  House  for  the  purpose  of  discussing  a  definite  matter  of 
urgent  public  importance,  namely  : — 

"  The  suppression  of  a  pablic  meeting  in  the  County  of  Mayo  on  Sunday  last^ 
by  a  force  ot  armed  police,  and  of  an  unwarranted  mterference  thereby  with 
the  legal  right  of  the  people  of  that  county  to  exercise  the  privileges  of  free 
speecli,  and  of  public  meeting,  for  the  purpose  of  discussing  their  grievances,  ana 
of  demanding  constitutional  remedies  therefor." 

But  the  pleasure  of  the  House  not  having  been  signified,  Mr.  Speaker 
called  on  those  Members  who  supported  the  motion  to  rise  in  their  places, 
and  not  less  than  forty  Members  having  accordingly  risen, 
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Lentral)  •••         •••         •••         •••         •••         *••         •••         *••         •••     «/«5«' 
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Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." 
— {Mr,  DavUL) 

Discussion  : — 

Dr,  Ambrose  (Mayo,  W,)  ...  948        Mr.  Dillon  (MayOy  E.)  ,..          ...  952 

The     Chief    Secretary    for  Mr,  William  Moore  {AfUrim,  N.)  957 

Ireland     (Mr.     G.     W,  Mr.  T.  P.   O'Conmr  {Liverpool, 

Balfour,  Leeds,    Central)     949  Scotland)        ...  95ts 

Question  put — 

The  House  divided: — For  the  Adjournment,  107;  Against,  212.   (Division 
List,  No.  156.) 

Sittings  of  the  House  (Exemption  from  the  Standing  Order) — Motion 
made,  and  question  ptit — 

"  That  the  proceedings  on  the  London  Government  Bill,  if  under  discussion 
at  Twelve  of  the  clock  this  night,  be  not  interrupted  under  the  Standing  Order 
Sittings  of  the  House." — {Mr,  A.  J.  Balfour,) 

The  House  divided : — Ayes,  219 ;  Noes,  98.     (Division  List,  No.  157.) 

Land  Tax  Commissioners'  Names — Bill  to  appoint  additional  Commissioners 
for  executing  the  Acts  for  granting  a  Land  Tax  and  other  Bates  and 
Taxes,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Hanbury  and  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer .. .         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         •••  ...     965 

Mr.  Stevenson  {Suffolk,  Eye)         ...     965 

Land  Tax  Oommissioners'  Names  Bill — To  appoint  additional  Com- 
missioners for  executing  the  Acts  for  granting  a  Land  Tax  and  other 
Rates  and  Taxes  ;  presented  accordingly,  and  read  the  first  time ;  to  be 
read  a  second  time  upon  Thursday,  1st  June,  and  to  be  printed.     (Bill 
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Local  Oovemment  Bill — Considered  in  Committee. 

New  clause : — 

"  With  respect  to  a  mayor  of  a  borough  bein^  by  virtue  of  his  office  a 

1'ustice  of  the  peace — (1)  he  shall  become  a  justice  of  tlie  peace  for  the  County  of 
jondon ;  (2)  he  shall  not  be  disqualified  by  reason  of  being  a  solicitor  practising 
or  carrying  on  business  in  the  County  of  London  or  City  ofLondon  ;  (3)  he  shaU 
not  practise  as  a  solicitor  before  any  justice  of  the  County  of  London  "—{Mr. 
H,  J,  Robertson) ; 

brought  up,  and  read  the  first  and  second  time,  and  added. 

New  clause : — 

"  Nothing  in  this  Act  shall  authorise  any  borough  council  to  alienate  any 
recreation  ground  or  other  open  space  dedicated  to  the  use  of  the  public,  or  any 
land  held  on  trusts  which  prohibit  building  thereon  " — {Mr,  Bryce) ; 

brought  up,  and  read  the  first  and  second  time,  and  added. 

New  clause : — 

"  The  places  known  as  the  Inner  and  Middle  Temples  shall,  for  the  purposes 
of  this  Act,  be  deemed  to  be  within  the  City  of  London' — {The  SolxcUor 
General) ; 

brought  up,  and  read  the  first  and  second  time,  and  added 

New  clause : — 

"As  between  landlord  and  tenant  every  tenant  who,  if  this  Act  had  not 
been  passed,  would  have  been  entitled  to  deduct  against  or  to  be  retiaid  by  his 
landlord  any  sum  paid  by  such  tenant  on  account  of  the  sewers  rate  snail  in  like 
manner  be  entitled  to  deduct  against  or  to  be  repaid  by  his  landlord  such  portion 
of  the  general  rate  as  represents  the  sewers  rate  — {Mr,  Pickersffill) ; 

brought  up,  and  read  the  first  and  second  time,  and  added 
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made,  and  question  pdt — 

"  That  the  proceedings  on  the  London  Government  Bill,  if  under  discussion 
at  Twelve  of  the  clock  this  night,  be  not  interrupted  under  the  Standing  Order 
Sittings  of  the  House." — {Mr,  A,  J,  Balfour,) 

The  House  divided : — Ayes,  219 ;  Noes,  98.     (Division  List,  No.  157.) 

Land  Tax  Commissioners'  Names — Bill  to  appoint  additional  Commissioners 
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Local  Government  Bill — Considered  in  Committee. 

New  clause : — 

"  With  respect  to  a  mayor  of  a  borough  being  by  virtue  of  his  office  a 

1'ustice  of  the  peace — (1)  he  shall  become  a  justice  of  tiie  peace  for  the  County  of 
jondon ;  (2)  he  shall  not  be  disqualified  by  reason  of  being  a  solicitor  practising 
Or  carrying  on  business  in  the  County  of  London  or  City  orLondon  ;  (3)  he  shall 
not  practise  as  a  solicitor  before  any  justice  of  the  County  of  London  " — {Mr. 
H.  J.  Robertson) ; 

brought  up,  and  read  the  first  and  second  time,  and  added. 

New  clause : — 

"  Nothing  in  this  Act  shall  authorise  any  borough  council  to  alienate  any 
recreation  ground  or  other  open  space  dedicated  to  the  use  of  the  public,  or  any 
land  held  on  trusts  which  prohibit  building  thereon  " — {Mr,  Bryce) ; 

brought  up,  and  read  the  first  and  second  time,  and  added. 

New  clause : — 

"  The  places  known  as  the  Inner  and  Middle  Temples  shall,  for  the  purposes 
of  this  Act,  be  deemed  to  be  within  the  City  of  London'' — {The  Solicitor 
General) ; 

brought  up,  and  read  the  first  and  second  time,  and  added. 

New  clause : — 

"  As  between  landlord  and  tenant  every  tenant  who,  if  this  Act  had  not 
been  passed,  would  have  been  entitled  to  deduct  against  or  to  be  repaid  by  his 
landlord  any  sum  paid  by  such  tenant  on  account  ox  the  sewers  rate  snail  in  like 
manner  be  entitled  to  deduct  against  or  to  be  repaid  by  his  landlord  such  portion 
of  the  general  rate  as  represents  the  sewers  rate^* — {Jar,  PickersffUl) ; 

brought  up,  and  read  the  first  and  second  time,  and  added 
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Schedule  1 : — 

Amendment  proposed — 

"In  page  15,  \va»  4,  to  leave  oat  all  the  words  after  'parishes/  in  order 
to  insert, '  included  in  Schedule  A,  and  districts  included  in  Schedule  B,  of  the 
Metropolis  Management  Act  of  1855  and  amending  Acts.' " — (Mr,  Stuart,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  he  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Schedule." 

Discussion  :— 

The  First  Lard  of  the  Trea-  Mr.  Caustan  (Sauihtoark,  W.)     ...     972 


8ury  (Mr,  A.  J,  Balfofwr^                 Captain      Norton      (Netmngtan, 
ManckesteTy  E,).,,         ...     969  IV,) 


972 


Mr,  Sydney  Buxton  {Tower 
Hamlets,  Poplar)  ...     970 

Amendment,  hy  leave,  withdrawn. 
Amendment  proposed — 


"In  page  15,  column  1,  line  7,  to  leave  out  ' Chelsea."'— (Jt/r.  L,  R, 
Holland,) 

Question  proposed,  **  That '  Chelsea '  stand  part  of  the  Schedule.'' 

Discussion  : — 

Mr,  WhUmare  {Chelsea)     ...     974        Mr,  A.  J.  Balfour        975 

Sir  T,  Q,  Farddl  {Padding- 
ton,  S,)  ...         ...         ...     974 

Amendment^  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed — 

**  In  page  15,  column  1,  line  8,  after  '  Fulham,'  to  insert  '  Hackney.' " — (Sir 
A,  ScobU,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That '  Hackney '  be  there  inserted." 
Discussion  : — 

Mr,  H,  J,  Robertson  {Hack-                  Mr,  Stuart  {Shorediich,  HoxUm),,,     978 
ney,S,) 977         Mr,  A.  J,  Balfovar        978 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed  Amendment — 

'*  After '  Hackney,'  to  insert,'  except  the  portion  thereof  included  in  the  Par- 
liamentary division  of  North  Hackney.  " — {mr,  Bousfield,) 

Question  proposed,   "That  those    words  be  there  inserted  in  the  proposed 
Amendment." 

Discussion  : — 

Mr,  Cohen  {Islington,  E,)  ...     981        Mr.  LovAes  {Shoreditch,  Hugger- 

stan) 981 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Original  Amendment  again  proposed. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed — 

*'In  page  15,  column  2,  line  7,  to  leave  out  '  Lewishauu' " — {Mr,  A,  J, 
Baifour.) 

Question,  "  That|  *  Lewisham,'  stand  part  of  the  Schedule,"  put,  and  negatived. 


cxxu 
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Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  15,   column  2,  line  7,  after  *  Fulham/   to  insert  *  Mile  End   Old 
Town.    — {Mr.  SteadTnan. ) 

Question  proposed,  "That  *  Mile  End  Old  Town '  be  there  inserted." 

Discussion  : — 


Pa^* 


Mr.      Ckarrington      {Tower 

Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour 

987 

Hamlets,  Mile  End) 

983 

Mr.  Stuart 

987 

Mr.  Sydney  Buxton 

983 

Mr.  L.  li.  Holland 

987 

Mr.  L.   R.  Holland  {Tower 

Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour 

98.S 

Hamlets,  Bow,  d^c.) 

984 

Mr.  H.  S.  Samuel  {Tower  Hamlets, 

Sir  Samuel  Montagu  {Tower 

Limelwuse) 

989 

Hamlets,  Wliitechapel)    ... 

986 

Mr.   Steadman  {Tower    Handeis, 

Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour 

986 

Stepney) 

989 

Mr.  Sydney  Buxton 

986 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  15,  column  2,  line  7,  to  insert,  after  the  word  *  Lambeth/  the  wordn, 
*  the  areas  of  Mile  End  Old  Town  and  St.  George's-in- the- East  and  the  districts 
of  Limehouse  and  WhitechapeL'" — (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed  Amendment — 

**  After  the  wortl  *  Whitechapel,*  to  insert  the  words,  *and  Poplar.' " — (Mr. 
H.  S.  Samuel.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the   words   *and  Poplar,'  stand  part  of   the 
proposed  Amendment." 

Discussion  : — 

Mr,  Sydney  Buxton  ...     991         Mr,  L.  B,  Holland 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  16,  column  2,  line  7,  after  *  Fulhaiu,'  to  insert  *Newingtou.' "- 
(Captain  Norton.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  *Nowington*  stand  part  of  Schedule." 

Discussion  : — 

Mr.    James    Bailey    {Wal- 
worth)   ...         ...         ...     991 

The    Aitorney-Genei'al    {Sir 


Colonel  Hughes   {Woolwich)     ... 

Mr.  Sydney  Buxton 

Sir  Edward  Clarke  {Flyfnouth)... 

Captain  Norton  ... 

Mr.  A,  J.  Balfour 

Mr.  Lough 

Captain  Norton ... 

Mr.  Causton 


Richard   Webster,   Isle  of 

Wight) 992 

.  Mr.  Stuart ...  992 

Mr.  Causton  ...         ...  993 

Mr.  Lowles...         ...         ...  994 

Amendment^  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Othef"  Amendments  made. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  After  the  words  last  inserted  to  insert,  *  the  area  of  the  Parliamentary 
division  of  Holbom.* " — (The  Solicitor-General.) 


991 


994 
994 
994 
995 
996 
997 
997 
997 
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Discussion  : — 

Mr,  Richards  (Finsbury,  E.)     997         Sir  Edward  Ckirke         998 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  To  insert,  *  the  area  of  the  Parliamentary  divisions  of  East  and  Central 
Finflbury.'" 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Further  Amendment  proposed — 

"  To  insert,  '  the  areas  of  the  Parliauientary  lH>roughs  of  Hebhnal  Green, 
Shoreditch,  Dejitford,  Greenwich,  Lewisham,  and  Woolwich.*  " 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  pa(?e  15,  line  12,  of  the  Schedule,  to  leave  out  the  words  *  and  Wands- 
worth.* ''—{Mr.  Robert  Widlace.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words,  *  and  Wandsworth  '  stand  part  of  the 
Schedule." 

Discussion  : — 

Mr.  Kiinher  {Wamhwirrth)  1000  Mr,  A.  J.  Balfour  1002 

Mr,  Thi/iiiimi  {Clapham)...   1001  Mr,  Robert  IValUur  {Perth)         ...   1002 

Mr,  A,  J,  Balfour  ...   1001  Mr,  John  Burns  {Battersea)        ...   1002 

Mr.  Kimber        1002 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — ^Ayes,  118  ;  Noes,  58.     (Division  List,  No.  158.) 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  15,  line  13, '  to  leave  out  from  the  words  "  area  of  the,"  to  the 
end  of  the  Schedule,  and  insert  the  words,  **  parishes  of  St.  Margaret  and  St. 
John,  Westminster,  and  the  imrish  of  St.  George,  I. r.:. over  Square,  the  area  of 
the  imrish  of  St.  James,  W  estminster,  and  the  parish  of  St.  Martiu-in-the- 
Fields,  and  the  district  of  the  Strand  Board  of  Works." ' " — {Mr.  Laivson 
IVfdton.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Schedule." 

Discussion  : — 

Mr.   Burdett-Coutts  {fFest-  Mr.  A.  J,  Balfour  1008 

minster)  ...         ...   1006        Mr,  Stnurt  ...         ...         ...   1008 

Mr,  Sydney  Buxton         ...  1007 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes,  120;  Noes,  49.     (Division  List,  No.  159.) 
Schedule,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
Schedule  2  :— 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  16,  to  leave  out  lines  6  to  11." — {Captain  Nortoti.) 

Question  proj)ose(i,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  omitted  stand  part  of 
the  Schedule," 

Sir  R,  B*  FiiUay  ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  1011 
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Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  16,  column  2,  line  20,  before  '  subject,'  insert,  '  subject  to  bye-laws 
and  regulations  to  be  made  by  the  County  Council,  and.' " 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

Discussion  : — 

Sir  R,  B,  Finlay 1012         Captain  Sinclair  1012 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  16,  to  leave  out  lines  24  to  27." — (Sir  John  Dvckson-Poynder.) 

Mr,  A,  J.  Balfour  1013 

Amendment  negatived. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  17,  to  leave  out  lines  28  to  32." — (Captain  Sinclair.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Schedule." 

Sir  R,  B,  Finlay  ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...   1014 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Schedule,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Schedule  3,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported ;  as  amended,  to  be  considered  upon  Monday,  5th  June,  and 
to  be  printed.     (Bill  217.) 

Factoribs  and  Workshops  Amendment  and  Consolidation — Bill  to  amend 
and  consolidate  the  law  relating  to  factories  and  workshops,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Caldwell,  Sir  Charles  Cameron,  Mr.  Pirie,  Mr.  Souttar, 
and  Mr.  Colville  ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...   1014 

Factories  and  Workshops  Amendment  and  Consolidation  Bill—"  To 

amend  and  consolidate  the  law  relating  to  factories  and  workshops," 
presented  accordingly,  and  read  the  first  time ;  to  be  read  a  second  time 
upon  Thursday,  1st  June,  and  to  be  printed.  (Bill  218.)     1014 

Adjourned  at  half-past  Twelve  of  the  clock. 


COMMONS:   FRIDAY,    19th   MAY    1899. 

PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS, 

Private  Bills  [Lords] — (No  Standing  Orders  not  previously  inquired 
INTO  appucable) — Mr.  Speaker  laid  upon  the  Table  Report  from  one  of 
the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  That,  in  the  case  of  the 
following  Bill,  originating  in  the  Lords,  and  referred  on  the  First 
Reading  thereof,  no  Standing  Orders  not  previously  inquired  into  are 
applicable,  viz. : — Wishaw  Water  Bill  [Lords].  Ordered,  That  the  Bill  be 
read  a  second  time       ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...   1015 


TABLE  OP  CONTENTS.  cxxv 

May  19.]  Page 

Private  Bili^  [Lords]— (Standing  Orders  not  previously  inquired  into 
COMPLIED  with) — ^r.  SPEAKER  laid  upon  the  Table  Report  from  one  of  the 
Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  That,  in  the  case  of  the  following 
Bill,  originating  in  the  Jjords,  aod  referred  on  the  First  Reading 
thereof,  the  Standing  Orders  not  previously  inquired  into,  and  which  are 
applicable  thereto,  have  been  complied  with,  viz. : — Dundee  Gas,  Tram- 
ways and  Extension  Bill  [Lords] — changed  to,  Dundee  Gas,  Street  Im- 
provements, and  Tramways  Bill  [Lords].  Ordered,  That  the  Bill  be  read 
a  second  time  ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  1015 

Provisional  Order  Bills — (Standing  Orders  applicable  thereto  com- 
PUED  WITH.) — Mr.  Speaker  laid  upon  the  Table  Report  from  one  of  the 
Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  That,  in  tne  caae  of  the  follow- 
ing Bill,  referred  on  the  First  Reading  thereof,  the  Standing  Orders 
which  are.  applicable  thereto  have  been  complied  with,  viz. : — Housing  of 
the  Working  Classes  Provisional  Order  (Borrowstounness)  Bill.  Ordered, 
That  the  Bul  be  read  a  second  time  upon  Wednesday,  31st  May...         ...  1015 

Bnrley-in-Wharfedale  Urban  District  Water  Bill— Lords  Amendments 

considered,  and  agreed  to       ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  1016 

Nuneaton  and  Ohilvers  Ooton  Urban  District  Oouncil  Water  Bill- 
Lords  Amendments  considered,  and  agreed  to        ...         ...         ...         ...1016 

Leith  Harbour  and  Docks  Bill — (Queen's  Consent  signified) — Read  the 

third  time,  and  passed .. .         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  1016 

Belfast  Corporation  Bill — As  amended,  considered ;  to  be  read  the  third 

vXX^AW        •••  •••  •••  •■•  •■•  ••■  •••  •••  •••  aaaX  ^/  X  V 

Cambridge  University  and  Town  Gas  Bill  [Lords]— As  amended,  con- 
sidered;  to  be  read  the  third  time    1016 

Glastonbnry  Water  Bill  [Lords] — As  amended,   considered;   to  be  read 

the  third  time ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  1016 


Queen's  Ferrv  Bridge  Bill  [Lords] — As  amended,  considered  ;  Amendments 

made ;  Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  1016 

South-Eastem  and  London,  Ohatham,  and  Dover  Railway  Oompanies 

(New  Lines)  Bill — As  amended,  considered ;  to  be  read  the  third  time       1016 

Private  Bills — Ordered,  That  Standing  Orders  39,  129,  and  230  be  sus- 
pended, and  that  the  time  for  depositing  Petitions  and  Memorials  against 
Private  Bills,  or  against  any  Bill  to  confirm  any  Provisional  Order  or 
Provisional  Certificate,  and  for  depositing  duplicates  of  any  documents 
relating  to  any  Bill  to  confirm  any  Provisional  Order  or  Provisional  Certi- 
ficate, be  extended  to  the  first  day  on  which  the  House  shall  sit  after  the 
recess. — {The  Chairman  of  JFays  and  Means, )  ...         ...         ...         ...1016 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders  (No.  3)  Bill— Bead  the  third  time, 

siiu  imsiocu         ...  «••  ...  ...  ...  ...  ■••  ...  ..•AvXO 

Electric  Lighting  Provisional  Orders  OTo.  2)  Bill— As  amended,  con- 
sidered; to  be  read  the  third  time  upon  Wednesday,  31st  May 1016 

Electric  Lighting  Provisional  Orders  (No.  6)  Bill— As  amended,  con- 
sidered-; to  be  read  the  third  time  upon  Wednesday,  31et  May 1017 


oxxvi  TABLE  OP  CONTENTS. 

May  19.]  Pa^ 

Electric  Lighting  Provisional  Orders  (No.  6)  Bill— As  amended,  con 

sidered;  to  be  read  the  third  time  upon  Wednesday,  Slst  May    ...         ...   1017 

Electric  Lighting  Provisional  Orders  (No.  8)  Bill— As  amended,  con- 
sidered ;  to  be  read  the  third  time  upon  Wednesday,  31st  May   ...         ...   1017 

Local  Government  (I^ieland)  Provisional  Orders  (Housing  of  Working 
Classes)  (No.  2) — Bill  to  confirm  certain  Provisional  Orders  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  for  Ireland  relating  to  Waterford  and  Thurles,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Attorney-General  for  Ireland  and  Mr.  Solicitor- 
General  for  Ireland     ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...   1017 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders  (No.  14) — Bill  to  confirm  certain 
Provisional  Orders  of  the  Local  Government  Board  relating  to  Isle  of 
Thanet  (Rural),  Ramsgate,  Reading,  and  Rhyl,  ordered  to  be.  brought  in 
by  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell  and  Mr.  Chaplain       1017 

Local  Government  (Ireland)  Provisional  Orders  (Housing  of  Workingf 

Glasses)  (No.  2)  Bill — "To  confirm  certain  Provisional  Orders  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  for  Ireland  relating  to  Waterford  and  Thurles," 
presented,  and  read  the  first  time ;  to  be  referred  to  the  Examiners  of 
Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  and  to  be  printed.     (Bill  219.)  1017 

Local  Government   Provisional  Orders  (No.   14)   BiU— "To  confirm 

certain  Provisional  Orders  of  the  Local  Government  Board  relating  to  Isle 
of  Thanet  (Rural),  Ramsgate,  Reading,  and  Rhyl,"  presented,  and  read 
the  first  time ;  to  be  referred  to  the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private 
Bills,  and  to  be  printed.     (Bill  220.) 1017 


PETITIONS. 

Adulteration  (Food  Products)  Bill— Petition  from  Argyll,  in  favour ;  to  lie 

upon  the  Table...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  1017 

Boilers  Inspection  and  Registration  Bill— Petitions  against ;— From  Bir- 
mingham, and  Middlesbrough  (two) ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table         1018 

Borough    Funds    Act,    1872 — Petition  from   West  Ham,  for  alteration  of 

Law;  to  lie  upon  the  Table  .. .         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...     lOlS 

Education  of  Children  Bill — Petition  from  Kingston-upon-Hull,  in  favour  ; 

to  lie  upon  the  Table  ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...   101 S 

Education  of  Children  Bill  and  Education  (School  Attendance)  (Scot- 
land) Bill — Petition  from  Arbroath,  in  favour  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table   ...   101>< 

Foreign'  Sugar — Petition  from  Greenock,  for  imposition  of  countervailing 

duties ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table  ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...     1018 

Ground  Rents  (Taxation  by  Local  Authorities) -Petitions  in  favour; — 
From  Kast  Cowes,  Fxlmonton,  Penmaeumawr,  Plnfield,  Connah's  Quay,  . 
Portsea  Island,  Bolton,  Tunstead,  Great  Grimsby,  Wandsworth,  Soothill 
Upper,  Hebden,  South  Lambeth,  Menai  Bridge,  St.  I'homjis,  Kipley,  Sun- 
derland, Caiiiscross,  Fleetwood,  Manchester,  Vectis  Building  Society, 
Danden  Industrial  Co-operative  Society,  Limited,  Koyal  Arsenal  Co-opera- 
tive Society,  Limited,  Pwllheli,  and  Armfield  Plain;  to  lie  upon  the 
xaDie     ••■         •••         •••         •*•         •■•         •■•         •"•         ••*         ••*        ••»i.v/io 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS.  cdyu 

May  19,]  Page 

Local  Oovemment  (Scotland)  Bill— ^Petitions  in  favour; — From  Scottish 
Poor    Law  Medical  Officers'  Association,  and  Argyll;     to  lie  upon  the 

^  ttllXv         •<•  •!•  •••  •••  •••  •••  •••  •■>  •••  «••      Xv  LO 

Local  Oovemment  Bill — Petition  from  St.  Mary,  Nowington,  for  alteration  ; 

to  lie  upon  the  Table  ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  1018 

Merchandise  Marks  Act  (1887)  Amendment  Bill— Petition  from  Birming- 
ham, in  favour ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table  1018 


Blines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill — Petitions  in  favour; — From  Wet  Earth,  Pit 
Clay  Gross  (No.  4),  Kinlet,  Snibston  (No.  2),  Kawden,  Grange  Moor, 
and  Shirebrook  Collieries ;  to  lie  upon  tne  Table     ...         ...         ...         ...  1018 


National  Old  Age  Pensions — Petition  from  West  Ham,  in  favour ;  to  lie 

upon  the  Table  ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  1019 

Rating  of  Machinery  Bill — Two  Petitions  from  Easington,  against ;   to  lie 

upon  the  Table...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...   1019 

Rating  of  Machinery  Bill — Petition  from  Birmingham,  for  alteration ;  to 

lie  upon  the  Table       ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  1019 

Roman  Catholic  University  in  Ireland  —Petitions  against  establishment ; 

from  Dun<lee,  and  Jedburgh  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table  ...         ...         ...  1019 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  Bill— Petition  from  Ilmington, 

in  favour  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table        ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  1019 

Small  Houses  (Acquisition  of  Ownership)  Bill— Petition  from  Argyll, 

in  favour ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table       ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  1019 

Teinds  (Scotland)  Bill — Petition  from  Argyll,  in  favour ;  to  lie  upon  the 

^dfl'X^    «  • «       •  ■  •       •,  •  •       •••       •••       •••       ■••       •••       •••       •••   X  ^/ X  t7 

Telegraphs  (Telephonic  Oommunication,  ftc.)  Bill— Petition  from  Bir- 
mingham, agamst ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table  ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  1019 

Telegraphs  (Telephonic  Communication,  ftc.)  Bill— Petition  from  Irvine, 

for  alteration  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table  ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  1019 

Town  Councils  (Scotland)  Bill-  -Petitions  in  favour :— From  PoUokshaws, 

and  Cromarty  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table  ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  1019 

Workmen's  Compensation  Act  (1897)  Amendment  (No.  2)  Bill— Petition 

from  Birmingham,  against ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table 1019 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  dx. 

Education  Department  (Gener.vl  Reports)— Copy  presented, — of  General 
Report  for  the  year  1S'.)S  by  the  Chief  Inspector  of  the  South- Western 
Division  [by  Command] ;  to  lie  uixm  the  Tal)le      ...         ...         ...         ...  1020 

Trade  Reports  (Annual  Series) — Copies  presented, — of  Diplomatic  and 
Consular  lleports.  Annual  Series,  Nos.  22G,*$  to  2264  [by  Command] ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table  ...         ....         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  1020 


oxxvi  TABLE  OP  CONTENTS. 

May  19.]  Pagf< 

Electric  Lighting  Provisional  Orders  (No.  6)  Bill— As  amended,  con 

sidered  ;  to  be  read  the  third  time  upon  Wednesday,  31st  May 101 7 

Electric  Lighting  Provisional  Orders  (No.  8)  Bill— As  amended,  con- 
sidered ;  to  be  read  the  third  time  upon  Wednesday,  31st  May   ...         ...  1017 

Local  Government  (I^ieland)  Provisional  Orders  (Housing  of  Working 
Classes)  (No.  2) — Bill  to  confirm  certain  Provisional  Orders  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  for  Ireland  relating  to  Waterford  and  Thurles,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Attorney-General  for  Ireland  and  Mr.  Solicitor- 
General  for  Ireland     ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  1017 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders  (No.  14) — Bill  to  confirm  certain 
Provisional  Orders  of  the  Local  Government  Board  relating  to  Isle  of 
Thanet  (Rural),  Ramsgate,  Reading,  and  Rhyl,  ordered  to  be.  brought  in 
by  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell  and  Mr.  Chaplain       1017 

Local  Government  (Ireland)  Provisional  Orders  (Housing  of  Working 

Glasses)  (No.  2)  Bill — "To  confirm  certain  Provisional  Oixlers  of  the 
Local  Goverriniout  Boanl  for  Ireland  relating  to  Waterford  and  Thurles," 
presented,  an<l  reiid  the  first  time  ;  to  be  referred  to  the  Examiners  of 
Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  and  to  be  printed.     (Bill  219.)  1017 

Local  Government   Provisional  Orders  (No.   14)    Bill— ''To  confirm 

certain  Provisional  Orders  of  the  Local  Government  Board  relating  to  Isle 
of  Thanet  (Rural),  Ramsgate,  Reading,  and  Rhyl,"  presented,  and  read 
the  first  time ;  to  be  referred  to  the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private 
Bills,  and  to  be  printed.     (Bill  220.) 1017 


PETITIONS, 

Adulteration  (Pood  Products)  Bill-— Petition  from  Argyll,  in  favour ;  to  lie 

upon  the  Table...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...   1017 

Boilers  Inspection  and  Registration  Bill— Petitions  against ;— From  Bir- 
mingham, and  Middlesbrough  (two) ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table         ...         ...     1018 

Borough    Funds    Act,    1872 — Petition  from  West  Ham,  for  alteration  of 

Law;  to  lie  upon  the  Table  .. .         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...     1018 

Education  of  Children  Bill — Petition  from  Kingston-upon-Hull,   in  favour  ; 

to  lie  upon  the  Table  ...  ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...   1018 

Education  of  Children  Bill  and  Education  (School  Attendance)  (Scot- 
land) Bill — Petition  from  Ar])roath,  in  favour  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table   ...    1018 

Foreign'  Sugar— Petition  from  Greenock,  for  imposition  of  countervailing 

duties;  to  lie  upon  the  Table  ...  ...         ...         ...         ...         ...     1018 

Ground  Rents  (Taxation  by  Local  Authorities)  — Petitions  in  favour; — 
From  Ivist  Oowes,  Pxlmonton,  Penmaeumawr,  Enfield,  Connah's  Quay, 
Portaca  Island,  Bolton,  Tunstead,  Great  Grimsby,  Wandsworth,  Soothill 
Upper,  Hebdeii,  South  Lambeth,  Menai  Bridge,  St.  I'homas,  Ripley,  Sun- 
derland, Cainscross,  Fleetwood,  Manchester,  Vectis  Building  Society, 
Dandeu  Industrial  Co-operative  Society,  Linn'ted,  Royal  Arsenal  Co-opera- 
tive Society,  Limited,  Pwllheli,  and  Armfield  Plain ;  to  lie  upon  the 
xarjie     •••  •••  ..*  *••  •••  •«•  •••  •••         •••         •••xv/io 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 
May  19.]  Page 

Local  Government  (Scotland)  Bill— Petitions  in  favour ;— From  Scottish 
Poor    Law  Medical  Officers'  Association,  and  Argyll;     to  lie  upon  the 

Xi  Cs  Lix  w      •••  •••  ■•■  •*•  •••  •••  •••  ••■  •••  •••X  yj  L  o 

Local  Government  Bill — Petition  from  St.  Mary,  Newington,  for  alteration  ; 

to  lie  upon  the  Table  ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  1018 

Merchandise  Marks  Act  (1887)  Amendment  Bill— Petition  from  Birming- 
ham, in  favour ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table  ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  1018 


Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill — Petitions  in  favour; — From  Wet  Earth,  Pit 
Clay  Cross  (No.  4),  Kinlet,  Snibston  (No.  2),  Rawden,  Grange  Moor, 
and  Shirebrook  Collieries ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table     ...         ...         ...         ...  1 018 


National  Old  Age  Pensions — Petition  from  West  Ham,  in  favour;  to  lie 

upon  the  Table  ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  1019 

Rating  of  Machinery  Bill — Two  Petitions  from  Easington,  against ;    to  lie 

upon  the  Table...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...   1019 

Rating  of  Machinery  Bill — Petition  from  Birmingham,  for  alteration ;  to 

lie  upon  the  Table        ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...   1019 

Roman  Catholic  Universfty  in  Ireland  -Petitions  against  establishment ; 

from  Dundee,  and  Jedburgh  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table  ...         ...         ...  1019 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  Bill— Petition  from  Ilmington, 

in  favour  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table        ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...   1019 

Small  Houses  (Acquisition  of  Ownership)  Bill— Petition  from  Argyll, 

in  favour ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table        ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  101 9 

Teinds  (Scotland)  Bill — Petition  from  Argyll,   in  favour ;  to  lie  upon  the 

Jk.  d  IIXC/         >••  •••  •••  •••  •*•  •  %  •  •••  •••  •«•  •••X  ^/  X  4/ 

Telegraphs  (Telephonic  Oommunication,  &C0  Bill— Petition  from  Bir- 
mingham, agamst ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table  ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  1019 

Telegraphs  (Telephonic  Communication,  &c.)  Bill— Petition  from  Irvine, 

for  alteration  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...   1019 

Town  Councils  (Scotland)  Bill  -Petitions  in  favour :— From  Pollokshaws, 

and  Cromarty  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table  ...         ...         ...         ...         ...   1019 

Workmen's  Compensation  Act  (1897)  Amendment  (No.  2)  Bill— Petition 

from  Birmingham,  against;  to  lie  upon  the  Table 1019 


RET  URNS,  REPORTS,  tCr. 

Education  Department  (General  Reports) — Copy  presented, — of  General 
lleport  for  the  year  1898  by  the  Chief  Inspector  of  the  South- Western 
Division  [by  Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Tal>le      ...  ...         ...         ...   1020 

Trade  Reports  (Annual  Series)— Copies  presented, — of  Diplomatic  and 
Consular  Iteports,  Annual  Series,  Nos.  22G3  to  2264  [by  Command] ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table  ...         ....         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  1020 


cxxTiii  TABLE  OP  CONTENTS. 

May  19.]  Pag*- 

Inland  Revenue  (Prosecutions  under  Game  Laws) — Return  presented, — 
relative  thereto  [Ordered  23rd  March ;  Mr.  iniliam  Eedmond] ;  to  lie  upon 
bUe  xaDie         >•>         <•>         ...         ...         ...         ...         ,..         ...  »..    lu^^u 

Paper  laid  upon  the  Table  by  the  Clerk  of  the  House  : — 

Public  Records  (Admiralty) — Copy  of  Fifth  Schedule,  containing  a  List 
and  Particulars  of  Classes  of  Documents  which  have  been  removed  from 
the  Office  of  the  Commissioners  for  executing  the  Office  of  Lord  High 
Admiral  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  and 
deposited  in  the  Public  Record  Office,  but  which  are  not  considered  of 
sufficient  public  value  to  justify  their  preservation  therein  [by  Act]  ...  1020 

East  India  (Financial  Statement,  1899-1900) — Address  for  "Copy  of 
the  Indian  Financial  Statement  for  1899-1900,  and  of  the  Proceedings  of 
the  Legislative  Council  of  the  Grovernor-General  thereon."  —  (Sir  Henry 

JC  VvUvfjl*  I...  ...  ...  ..«  ...  ..•  ...  ...  ...  ...X  \J  ^\J 

Masters,  Mates,  Engineers  (Suspension,  &c.,  of  Certificates) — Return 
ordered,  "showing  all  Suspensions  and  Cancellations  of  Certificates  of 
Masters,  Mates,  or  Engineers,  under  Clause  242  of  The  Merchant  Shipping 
Act,  1854,  or  Clause  469  of  The  Merchant  Shipping  Act  of  1894, 
ordered  by  the  Board  of  Trade  since  the  year  1887,  showing  in  each  case 
(1)  the  nature  of  the  offence  of  which  such  person  had  been  convicted, 
and  (2)  whether  the  Certificate  was  cancelled  or  suspended,  and  if  sus- 
pended, for  how  long." — {Mr,  Gibson  Bowles.)        1020 

Metropolitan  Water  Oompanies  Bill — Lords'  Amendments  to  be  considered 

forthwith ;  considered,  and  agreed  to  1021 


QUESTIONS. 

Highland  Lads  and  the  Navy — Question,  Mr.  Weir  (Ross  and  Cromarty) ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  W.  E.  Macartney, 
./Vn  unm,  o. )      ...         •..         •••         •••         •••         •••         •••         ...         •••i  Uw  i 

Compulsory  Retirement— Indian  Colonels'  Pay — Question,  Major  Rasch 
(Essex,  S.E.) ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  G. 
Wyndham,  Dover)      ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  1021 

Under-age  Recruits — Questions,  Mr.  Weir  (Ross  and  Cromarty)  and  Mr. 
Pirie  (Aberdeen,  N.) ;  Answers,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
(Mr.  G.  Wyndham,  Dover) 1022 

British  Troops  in  South  Africa — Question,  Mr.  Dillon  (Mayo,  K) ; 
Answer,    The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  G.  Wyndham, 

I  #ovRr  I  ...  ••«  ...  «••  «••  •••  •••  •«•  *••  .••X  V/m  o 

British  Consuls  in  Charge  of  American  Interests  in  Spain— Question, 
Mr.  Malcolm  (Suffolk,  Sto^>Tnarket) ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Mr.  Brodrick,  Surrey,  Guildford)  1023 

PETmoN  from  BRmsH  Subjects  in  the  Transvaal — Question,  Mr.  Ellis 
J.  Griffith  (Anglesey) ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
(Mr.  J.  Chamberlain,  Birmingham,  W.)       1024 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS.  cxxU 

Matf  19.]  Page 

The  Transvaal  Arrests — Question,  Mr.  Scott  (Lancashire,  Leigh) ;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain,  Birmingham, 
W  ^  1 094. 


British  Indians  in  the  Transvaal — Question,  Sir  Mancherjee  Bhownag- 
gree  (Bethnal  Green,  N.E.);  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain,  Birmingham,  W.) 1025 


Land  Ordinances  of  Ceylon — Question,  Mr.  Schwann  (Manchester,  N.) ; 
Answer ;  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain, 
Birmingham,  W.)         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  1025 

Factories  Amendment  Bill — Question,  Mr.  Doughty  (Great  Grimsby^ ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  Stale  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr. 
Jesse  Collings,  Birmingham,  Bordesley)       ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  1026 

Cattle  Inspection — ^Tuberculosis — Question,  Mr.  Channing  (Northampton, 
K) ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the  Local  Government  ^oard  (Mr.  H. 
Chaplin,  Lincolnshire,  Sleaford)        ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  1026 

The  Select  Commfftee  on  the  Aged  and  Deserving  Poor — Question, 
Sir  Charles  Dalrymple  (Ipswich) ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  (Mr.  H.  Chaplin,  Lincolnshire,  Sleaford)         1027 

Newbliss  Postal  Arrangements — Question,  Mr.  Macaleese  (ilonaghan,  N.) ; 
Answer,  The  Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  K.  W.  Hanbury, 

x^resvoni  ...  ...  ...  •■•  ...  .*•  •••  ...  ...   xV/^i 

RESPONsiBiLrrv  for  Telegraphic  Blunders — Question,  Mr.  MacNeill 
(Donegal,  S.);  Answer,  The  Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
R.  W.  Hanbury,  Preston)       1028 

Sgixda  Rock — Question,  Mr.  Weir  (Ross  and  Cromarty) ;  Answer,  The  Financial 

Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  R.  W.  Hanbury,  Preston) 1029 

Commission  on  Railway  Accidents — Question,  Mr.  Weir  (Ross and  Cromarty); 
Answer,  The  Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  R.  W.  Hanbury, 

Jk   A^?«l  v^Jl  If  •••  •■•  ■••  •••  •«•  •■•  •*•  •«■  •••X  ^/  ^ «/ 

Erith  Goods  Station — Question,  Mr.  Schwann  (Manchester,  N.) ;  Answer, 

The  Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  R.  W.  Hanbury,  Preston)...  1029 

Immature   Fish — Question,    Mr.  Doughty  (Great  Grimsby) ;  Answer,    The 

Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  R.  W.  Hanbury,  Preston)         ...  1030 

Training  of  Feeble-Minded  Children — Question,  Mr.  Yoxall  (Nottingham, 
W.) ;  Answer,  The  Vice-President  of  the  Committee  of  Council  on 
Education  (Sir  J  Gorst,  Cambridge  University)       1030 

Irish  Pig  Trade  wfth  Great  Brftain— -Question,  Mr.  Macaleese  (Mon^^han, 
N.)  ;  Answer,  The  Vice-Chamberlain  (The  Hon.  A.  E.  Fellowes,  Hunts, 
Ramsey)  ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  1030 

Training  Colleges  of  Scotland — Question,  Mr.  Weir  (Ross  and  Cromarty) ; 

Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  A.  G.  Murray,  Buteshire)         1031 

Secondary  Education  in  Scotland— Question,  Mr.  Nicol  (Argyll)— Answer, 

The  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  A.  G.  Murray,  Buteshire)  1031 

VOL  LXXI.    [Fourth  Series.]  % 


cxxx  TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 

May  19.]  Po{f^ 

Agriculture  and   Industries    (Ireland)    Bill — Question,    Mr.   M'Ghee 
(Louth,  S.) ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  G.  W.  Balfour 
■L«ocQS,  v^nurai )  ...         ...         ...         ..«         ...  ...  ...  ...i. vio i. 

Technical  Instruction  in  Ireland — Question,  Captain  Donelan  (Cork,  E)  ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  G.  W.  Balfour,  Leeds, 
v^enurai )  ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...i.  \j*j^ 

Royal  Irish  Constabulary  Pensioners  —  Question,  Mr.  Macaleese 
(Monaghan,  N.) ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  G.  W. 
Balfour,  Leeds,  Central)         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...    103i' 

Soudan  ExPEDmoN,  1898 — The  Grant  to  Lord  Kitchener — Statement, 

The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr,  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester,  E)        ...    1033 

The  Whitsuntide  Adjournment — Motion  made  and  Question  proposed — 

"  That  this  House  at  its  rising  do  adjourn  tUl  Wednesday,  3lBt  May,  and 
that  at  the  conclusion  of  Government  business  this  day  Mr.  Speaker  do  adjourn 
the  House  without  Question  put." — {Mr,  A,  J.  Balfour,) 

Discussion  : — 

Transvaal  Affairs. 

Mr,  Dillon  {Mayo,  E,)      ...    1033         The    Secretary    of  State  for   the 

Colonies     {Mr,    J,      Chamber- 
lain,  Birmingham,  W,)         ...    1033 
Agricultural  Holdings  Act. 

Mr,  Channing       ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...   1034 

Scottish  Education  and  Finance. 

Dr,  Clark  {Caithness)       ...     1036         The  First  Lard  of  the   Treasury 
The  Lord  Advocate  {Mr,  A,  {Mr,  A,  J,  Balfour,  Manchester, 

G,  Murray,  Buteshire)  ...  1037  E,)     1039 

Captain  Sinclair 1 040 

Agricultural  Holdings  Act. 

Mr.  A.  J,  Balfour  1039 

Redistribution. 

Major  Rasch  {Essex,  S.E,)  1042 

Ceylon  Ordinances. 

Mr,    Schwann  {Manchester^  Mr,  Ellis  J.  Griffiths     1047 

N,)        1042        Mr,  Piiie  {Aberdeen,  N,)  ...1049 

Mr,  J,  Chamberlain  ...  1045 

ScoTFisH  Affairs— Liquor  Reform — Army  Statistics. 

Mr,  Pine 1049         Mr.  Colville  (Lanark,  N,E,)     ...  1061 

Mr,    Weir   {Ross  and  Cro- 
marty)   ...         ...         ...  1049 

Transvaal  Affairs. 

Mr.  J.  Bryn  Roberts  {Carnarvonshire,  Eifion)       1051 

Scottish  Affairs. 

Mr,  Caldwell  {Lanarkshire^  Mid.)  1052 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS.  cxxxi 

May  19.]  '  Page 

Resolved — 
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be  read  a  second  time  upon  Monday,  12th  June,  and  to  be  printed.     (Bill 
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Secondary  Education  Bill— "For  the  provision  of  Secondary  Education, 
and  for  other  purposes  connected  Avith  Education,'^  presented,  and  read  the 
first  time ;  to  be  read  a  second  time  upon  Monday,  5th  June,  and  to  be 
printed.     (Bill  222.) 1055 

>>UPPLY— [10th  Allotfed  Day]— Considered  in  Committee, 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Departments  Estimates,  1899-1900. 

Revenue  Departments. 
£1,316,232,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Inland  Revenue. 

Discussion  : — 

Mr,      Weir      (Ross      and  The   Financuil  Serrctanj    to    the 

Crarmiriy)  ...         ...  1056  Trensunj       {Mr,        Hnnhunj^ 

Preston)         1056 

Resolution  agreed  to. 

Class  II. 
£9,446,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Lunacy  Commission,  England. 

£67,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Mint,  including  Coinage. 

£9,274,  to  complete  the  sum  for  National  Debt  Office. 

Discussion — 

Mr.  JVeir 1056         Mr,  Hanhury     1056 

Resolution  agreed  to. 

£14,300,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Public  Record  Office. 
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£13,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Public  Works  Loan  Commission. 

JB26,884,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Registrar-GeneraFs  Office,  England. 

JB36,393,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Works  and  Public  Buildings. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed — 

"  That  a  sum  not  exceeding  £13,000,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete 
the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  payment 
during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March,  1900,  for  Her  Majestsr's 
Foreign  and  other  Secret  Services." 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  upon  Thursday,  1st  June ;  Committee  to  sit 
again  upon  Wednesday,  31st  May. 

Whereupon,  in  pursuance  of  the  Order  of  the  House  this  day,  Mr.  Speaker 
adjoiuned  the  House  without  Question  put. 

Adjourned  at  a  quarter  after  Six  of  the  clock,  till  Wednesday,  Slst  May.. 
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SIXTH    VOLUME    OF    SESSION    1899. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS. 
Monday,  8th  May  1899. 


PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS, 


The  lord  CHANCELLOR  acquainted 
the  House  that  the  Clerk  of  the  Parlia- 
ments had  laid  upon  the  Table  the  Cer- 
tificates from  the  Examiners  that  the 
further  Standing  Orders  applicable  to  the 
following  Bills  have  been  complied  with : 

GREAT     NORTHERN     AND     STRAND 

RAILWAY. 

LONDON,     BRIGHTON     AND     SOUTH 
COAST  RAILWAY  (PENSIONS). 

Also  the  Certificate  that  no  further 
Standing  Orders  are  applicable  to  the 
following  Bill : 

SHOTLEY  bridge  and  CONSETT  DIS- 
TRICT GAS. 

The  same  were  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
Table. 
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STANDING  ORDERS  COMMITTEE. 

Report  from,  That  the  Standing  Orders 
not  complied  with  in  respect  of  the 
petitions  for  the  following  Bflls,  viz. : 

BROOKE'S  PARK  (LONDONDERRY)  AND 
OWEN'S  COLLEGE  (MANCHESTER), 

ought  to  be  dispensed  with,  and  leave 
given  to  introduce  the  Bills. 

That  the  Standing  Orders  not  com- 
plied with  in  reroect  of  the  petitions  for 
the  following  BiOs,  viz. : 

LONDON,   WALTHAMSTOW,    AND    EP- 
PING  FOREST   RAILWAY  (No.  2),  and 

millwall  dock. 

ought  to  be  dispensed  with. 
Read,  and  agreed  to. 

JONES'S  DIVORCE  BILL  [Lords]. 
Petition  of  Charlotte  Jane  Jones,  of  St. 
Helen's,  Dalkey,  in  the  County  of  Dublin, 
that  substituted  service  of  a  copy  of  the 
BUI  be  made  upon  Robert  Colvill  Jones 
and  FfoUiott  Jones,  cousins  of  Robert 
Colvill  Jones,  the  husband  of  the  said 
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Business. 


Charlotte  Jane  Jones ;  and  that  the  depo- 
sitions of  A.  M.  Harry  Jagesvari,  alias 
Bigili,  and  Anupa,  taken  on  commission 
in  India  in  pursuance  of  orders  of  the 
Queen's  Bench  Matrimonial  Division  of 
the  High  Court  of  Justice  in  Ireland, 
dated  the  16th  of  January,  1899,  and  the 
29th  of  March,  1899,  be  received  in 
evidence  on  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Bill,  or  that  in  the  alternative  the  ex- 
amination of  the  said  A.  M.  Harry 
Jagesvari,  alias  Bigili,  and  Anupa, 
touching  the  allegations  mentioned  in  the 
petition,  be  taken,  in  India,  and  that  a 
proper  warrant,  or  warrants,  be  issued  for 
that  purpose ;  read. 

Ordered  that  the  said  petition  be  con- 
sidered on  Friday  next. 

TRANSVAAL    MORTGAGE   LOAN   AND 
FINANCE  COMPANY  BILL  [Lords]. 

Report  from  the  Select  Committee, 
that  the  Committee  had  not  proceeded 
with  the  consideration  of  the  Bill,  the 
opposition  thereto  having  been  with- 
drawn ;  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
Table :  The  orders  made  on  the  20th  of 
March  and  Tuesday  last  discharged ;  and 
Bill  committed. 

BURY    CORPORATION    WATER    BILL 

[Lords]. 

Reported  from  the  Select  Committee 
with  amendments. 

BEXHILL  AND   ST.  LEONARDS  TRAM- 
ROADS  BILL  [Lords]. 

Reported  from  the  Select  Committee 
with  amendments. 

WAKEFIELD       CORPORATION      BILL 

[Lords]. 

Reported  from  the  Select  Committee 
with  amendments. 

ST.  NEOrS  WATER  BILL  [Lonls]. 

Reported  from  the  Select  Committee 
with  amendments. 

MERSEY  DOCKS  AND  HARBOUR  BOARD 
(PILOTAGE)  BILL  [Lords]. 

Reported  with  amendments. 

MERSEY  DOCKS  AND  HARBOUR  BOARD 
(FINANCE)  BILL  [Lords]. 

Reported  with  amendments. 

VALE     OF     GLAMORGAN     RAILWAY 

BILL.  I 

Committee  to  meet  on  Wednesday  nex  t 


WOODHOUSE      AND       CONISBROUGH 
RAILWAY  (ABANDONMENT)  BILX,. 

Committee  to  meet  on  Wednesday  next. 

STRETFORD  GAS  BILL  [Lords]. 

The  Chairman  of  Committees  informed 
the  House  that  the  opposition  to  the 
Bill  was  withdrawn :  Tne  order  made  on 
the  6th  of  March  last  discharged ;  and 
Bill  committed. 

HASTINGS  AND  ST.    LEONARDS     GAS 

BILL  [Lords]. 

Read  3a,  and  passed,  andsentto  the 
Commons. 

SOUTH  HANTS  WATER  BILL  [Loids]. 

Read  3a,  and  passed,  and  sent  to  the 
Commons. 

RENFREW     BURGH    AND    HARBOUR 
EXTENSION  BILL  [Lords]. 

Read  3a,  and  passed,  and  sent  to  the 
Commons. 

LISBURN       TOWN      COMMISSIONERS 

BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons ;  read  la  ; 
and  referred  to  the  Examiners. 

SCUNTHORPE  URBAN    DISTRICT  GAS 
AND  WATER  BILL, 

Brought  from  the  Commons ;  read  la ; 
and  referred  to  the  Examiners. 

LOUGHBOROUGH     AND     SHEEPSHED 
RAILWAY  BILL    [Lords],  i 

Returned  from  the  Commons  agreed  to, 
with  amendments. 

WISHAW   WATER  BILL     [Lords]. 

Reported  from  the  Select  Committee 
without  amendment. 

WICK    AND     PULTENEY     HARBOURS 

BILL    [LordB]. 

The  Queen's  Consent  signified ;  and 
Bill  reported  with  amendments. 

METROPOLITAN    WATER  COMPANIES 

BILL. 

The  evidence  taken  before  the  Select 
Committee  from  time  to  time  to  be 
printed  for  the  use  of  the  Members  of 
this  House ;  but  no  copies  thereof  to  be 
delivered,  except  to  Members  of  the 
Committee  and  to  such  other  persons  as 
the  Committee  shall  think  fit,  until 
further  order.     (No.  81.) 
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mtuaiistic  Services. 


LOCAL   GOVERNMENT    PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.   I)  BILL. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
order) :  Bill  reported  without  amend- 
ment :  Standing  Committee  negatived ; 
and  Bill  to  be  r^  3a  To-morrow. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC, 


ARMY  (VOLUNTEERS). 

Annual  return  of  the  Volunteer  corps 
for  1898. 

COMMERCIAL,   No.    4   (1899)    (SUEZ 

CANAL). 

Returns  of  shipping  and  tonnage  in 
1896,  1897,  and  1898  fin  continuation  of 
Commercial,  No.  4  (1898)], 

TRADE  REPORTS. 

Annual  series — 

No.  2250.  France  (Bordeaux  and 
District). 

No.  2251.  France  (Pondicherry  and 
Karikal). 

No.  2252.  Greece  (The  Cyclades). 

No.  2253.  Netherlands  (Java). 

No.  2254.  Austria-Hungary  (Trieste). 

TREATY  SERIES,  No.  11  (1899). 

Exchange  of  Notes  between  the 
United  Kingdom  and  Russia  with  regard 
to  their  respective  railway  interests  in 
China. 

IRISH    LAND     COMMISSION    (AGRI- 
CULTURAL  DEPARTMENT). 

Return  of  prices  of  agricultural  pro- 
duce for  the  years  1881  to  1898  in- 
clusive. 

Presented  [by  Command],  and  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  Table. 


INFANT    ORPHAN    ASYLUM    BILL 

[Lords]. 

Read  3a  and  passed,  and  sent  to  the 
Commons. 

FRIEND'S    PROVIDENT    INSTITUTION 

BILL  [Lordft]. 

Read  3a,  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

ISOLATION  HOSPITALS  (AMENDMENT 

BILL  [Lords]. 

To  be  read  2a  on  Tuesday,   the  16th 
instant. 


QUESTIONS. 


PETITION. 


VACCINATION  ACT,  1898. 

Petition  for  repeal  of  ;  of  Guardians  of 
the  Leominster  Lniun  ;  read,  and  onleml 
to  lie  on  the  Table. 


THE    ARMY    AND    RITUALISTIC 
SERVICES. 

♦Lord  GREVILLE  :  My  Lords,  I  rise 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
whether  the  soldiers  stationed  at  Brighton, 
who  are  members  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land, are  marched  each  Sunday  to  St. 
Martin's  Church,  the  incumbent  of  which 
is  a  member  of  the  Confraternity  of  the 
Blessed  Sacrament  and  of  the  English 
Church  Union,  and  at  which  the  law  is 
violated  every  Sunday  by  the  use  of 
incense,  vestments,  lights,  and  other 
illegal  practices,  for  the  performance  of 
which  services  Mr.  Hardy  Little  now 
receives  from  the  Government  50/.  per 
annum ;  and  whether  such  involuntary 
participation  in  lawbreaking  will  continue 
to  be  enforced  upon  the  rank  and  file  with 
the  sanction  of  ner  Majesty's  Government. 
You,  no  doubt,  my  Lords,  are  aware  that 
all  recruits  on  joining  the  Service  have 
to  inform  the  authorities,  or  the  authorities 
ask  them,  what  religious  persuasion  they 
belong  to,  and  then  they,  of  course,  are 
marched  on  Sundays,  and  perhaps  on 
other  days  as  well,  to  a  church  or  denomi- 
nation they  say  they  wish  to  belong  to.  I 
should  have  thought  the  Government  could 
have  found  in  Brighton  plenty  of  churches 
representing  the  Protestant  religion,  or  the 
Church  of  England,  instead  of  which,  as 
my  question  implies,  these  men  are  taken 
nolens  ivletm  to  a  church  which  practises 
a  new  religion — which  I  never  heard  of 
until  the  other  day,  and  perhaps  your 
Lordships  have  not  heard  much  about  it 
— called  the  Confraternity  of  the  Blessed 
Sacrament.  That  is  not  a  religion,  surely, 
which  belongs  to  the  Church  of  England, 
and  if  it  does  not  belong  to  the  Church  of 
England    why    should    the  Government 
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allow  our  soldiers  to  attend  senrices  in  1 
connection  with  that  religion  T  And 
then,  again,  Mr.  Little  is  paid  501.  a  year 
by  Her  Majesty's  Grovemment  for  being 
the  Chaplain  of  this  St.  Martin's  Church, 
and  surely  it  is  not  very  good  for  the 
Army,  which  has  been  celebrated  for  its 
discipline,  to  be  taken  to  a  church  wherein 
lawlessness  exists.  I  have  had  letters 
from  all  parts  of  England,  from  five 
officers,  from  20  non-commissioned  officers, 
and  21  privates  and  troopers,  all  saying 
that  they  are  powerless  and  can  make  no 
complaints  of  being  taken  to  these  Ritual- 
istic churches ;  they  are  taken  nolens  volens 
either  to  such  churches  or  to  one  of  the 
Confraternity  of  the  Blessed  Sacrament. 
In  adition  to  that,  I  have  letters  from 
three  clergymen  who  wrote  and  said  that 
they  had  themselves  acted  as  chaplains 
and  are  perfectly  well  aware  of  the  state 
of  things  that  is  going  on  in  many 
churches.  One  clergyman  said  that  I 
was  at  liberty  to  read  his  letter  to  your 
Lordship's  House,  but  I  wrote  back  to 
him  that  I  thought  it  better  not  to  read 
it,  as  perhaps  some  of  the  Ritualistic 
Bishops  would  boycott  this  clergyman. 
To  convince  your  Lordships  of  the  sort  of 
service  which  is  held,  I  will,  with  your 
Lordships'  permission,  read  to  you  exactly 
what  took  place  on  Sunday,  May  7th,  at 
Brighton,  at  this  church,  where  the  clergy- 
man is  Mr.  Hardy  Little  : — 

1.  In  the  reredos  at  the  back  of  the 

Communion  Table  is  an  idolatrous 
ima^o  of  the  Virgin  Mary,  with 
the  mfant  Saviour  in  her  arms. 

2.  Three  large    sanctuary    lamps    are 

kept  burning  before  the  Com- 
munion Table. 

3.  An  illegal  brass  cross  forms  part  of 

the  Communion  Table. 

4.  Thirty-six  candles  are   on  or  over 

the  Communion  Table. 
T),  A  processional  cross  forms  part  of 
the  paraphernalia  of  the  church. 

6.  There  are  three  confessional  places 

in  the  church,  each  supplied  with 
a  crucifix. 

7.  In  the  side  chapel  is  a  tabernacle 

for  the  reserved  Sacrament. 

8.  A  sanctuary  lamp  is  kept  burning 

in  the  side  chapel. 

9.  There  are  a  number  of  framed  pic- 

tures of  saints  and  angels  in 
various  parts  of  the  church. 

10.  At  the  service  yesterday  morning, 
when  Her  Majesty's  troops  were 
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present,  the  following  piayers 
were  omitted :  (a)  the  Frajer  for 
the  Queen's  Majesty;  (b)  the 
Prayer  for  the  Royal  Family  ;  and 
(c)  the  Prayer  for  the  High  Court 
of  Parliament. 

So  the  House  of  Lords  has  been  put   out 
into  the  cold.    But  next : — 

IL  The  vicar,  in  pronouncing  the 
Benediction,  unlawfully  made  the 
sign  of  the  cross  over  the  people. 

12.  At  the  Communion    Service     the 

celebrant  wore  the  following 
illegal  vestments  : — A  chasuble, 
alb,  stole,  maniple,  and  biretta. 

13.  A  procession  marched  round   the 

ohurch,  consisting  of  a  thurifer, 
cross-benrer,  acolytes  carrying 
lighted  candles  and  banners,  ac- 
companied by  the  vicar  in  biretta 
and  embroidered  cope. 

14.  At  the  Communion  thirty-six 
candles  were  lighted  unlawfully 
when  not  required  for  the  pur- 
pose of  giving  light. 

15.  Incense  was  used. 

16.  Two  acolytes  with  lighted  candle« 

stood  at  the  north  end  of  the 
Table  during  the  reading  of  the 
Gospel. 

17.  Immediately  before  the  consecra- 
tion of  the  elements  the  large  bell 
of  the  church  was  tolled* 

18.  Th^  manual  acts  were  entirely 
hidden,  contrary  to  law. 

19.  At  the  words,  "  This  is  My  body," 

the  celebrant  elevated  the  paten, 
and  then  knelt,  the  bell  outeide 
being  tolled  and  lighted  candles 
elevated,  after  which  the  acolytes 
prostrated  themselves  with  their 
faces  to  the  ground. 

20.  Wafer  bread  was  unlawfully  used« 
31,  The    celebrant    administered    the 

Communion  contrary  to  the 
Rubric,  as  there  was  only  one 
communicant. 

That  is  the  service  which  took  placo 
yesterday,  aid  to  which  Her  Majesty*^ 
troops  were  sent-  I  very  much  hope  ^ 
hear  that  the  Governtffswt,  or  the  Minister 
for  War,  will  be  able  to  give  some  ex- 
planation why  our  soldiers  should  go  tq 
this   sort   of  church,  and  why  the  rate- 

Eayers  should  pay  their  money  to  Mr. 
ittle,  who^  I  think,  cannot  call  himself 
a  member  rA  the  Church  of  England  if 
these  sort  of  practices  exist  at  his  church. 
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Here  is  a  letter  which  I  am  at  liberty  to 
read  to  your  Lordships  ;  it  is  a  letter  from 
Bn'ghton,  which  I  received  this  morn- 
ing :— 

"  I  have  heard  coniplaintn  of  both  non-com - 
mlHHioned  officers  ana  privateB  of  the  different 
regiments  stationed  iiere — the  Scots  Greys, 
Lancers,  Hragoons,  Royal  Irish,  the  Sussex, 
and  the  Buffs,  the  latter  of  whom  are  stationed 
here  at  present.  Many  of  them  complain,  and 
do  not  care  to  go  to  church  at  all.  Some  say 
it  is  of  no  UMO  to  make  any  objection,  as  no 
notice  would  be  taken  of  it.  I  nave  been  in 
business  here  for  nearly  thirty  years,  and  have 
had  numenms  transactions  with  both  officers 
and  men  of  the  different  regiments,  and  can 
fully  endorse  all  that  has  been  said  on  the 
subject.  I  myself  am  driven  away  from  St. 
Martin's,  which  is  my  parish  church,  on  ac- 
count of  the  Romish  teaching  and  practices. 
The  children  in  lx>th  Sunday  and  day-schools 
are  taught  to  call  themselves  *  little  Catholics,* 
and  to  deny  being  Protestants." 

That  is  signed,  and  the  name  of  the 
gentleman  who  wrote  it  is  Mr.  Fisk. 
There  is  one  other  paragraph,  from  a 
letter  sent  to  me  by  an  officiating  chap- 
lain for  Her  Majesty's  forces,  and  it  gives 
a  case  that  occurred  at  Aldershot.  A 
well-known  colonel  was  in  command,  and 
a  clergyman  came  down  to  officiate  for 
the  regular  chaplain,  and  introduced  some 
Ritualistic  antics  into  the  service.  After- 
wards the  colonel  drew  up  his  men  and 
addressed  them  in  the  following  laconic 
terms: — 

*'  Those  who  play  at  soldiers  are  fools ;  but 
thoHe  who  play  at  religion  are  blackguards. 
I  shall  rectify  this." 

Next  morning  he  reported  the  matter 
to  the  Duke  of  Cambridge,  and  the 
clergyman  referred  to  never  i^ain  ap- 
peared at  Aldershot  while  that  officer  was 
in  command.  There  are  at  the  present 
moment  twelve  chaplains  who  are  all  paid 
by  the  Oovemment  for — shall  we  say  ? — 
doing  their  duty.  Two  are  at  Aider- 
shot,  two  at  Colchester,  one  at  Dover, 
five  in  Egypt,  one  at  Halifax  (Nova 
Scotia),  anoone  in  London ;  and  of  these 
twelve,  four  are  members  of  the  Confra- 
ternity of  the  Blessed  Sacrament,  and  the 
others  are  all  members  of  the  Endish 
Church  Union.  I  have  the  names  hero 
at  the  disposal  of  any  noble  Lord  who 
desires  to  Know  them.  I  think  I  have 
said  all  that  I  have  reaUy  got  to  say  about 
this  matter  at  Brighton,  but  I  propose  in 
another  fortnight  or  so  to  bring  up  this 
subject  again  before  your  LoitulupB' 
House  with  regard  to  a  place  at  Col- 


chester, for  I  have  got  some  letters  in 
regard  to  it  which  I  am  at  liberty  to  read 
to  your  Lordships,  including  one  from  a 
colonel  who  has  retired  from  the  Army, 
and  is  therefore  at  liberty  to  have  bus 
views  expressed.  But  I  think  I  may  read 
one  short  sentence  from  Sir  William  Har- 
court's  celebrated  book.  This  is  how  he 
winds  up : — 

**  For  the  present  I  confess  I  feel  obliged  to 
adhere  to  the  two  very  pregnant  opinions  ex- 
pressed by  Lord  Salisbuiy :  first,  that  there  is 
at  present  no  discipline  in  the  Church  of 
England  ;  and,  secondly,  that  no  man  is  fit  for 
office  in  that  Church  who  is  not  resolved  to 
stand  by  the  Prayer  Book  as  it  is." 

Lord  TEYNHAM:  My  Lords,,  as  the 
noble  Marquess  can  hardly  answer  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  without  reference  to 
the  Questions  which  stand  in  my  name,  it 
may  be  convenient  perhaps  that  I  should 
ask  my  Questions  now — namely,  How  many 
regiments  have  been  stationed  at  Brighton 
since  the  incumbencv  of  Mr.  Hardy  Little ; 
Whether  any  complaints  have  ever  been 
made  to  the  authorities  previous  to  the 
arrival  of  the  pre'sent  regiment ;  Whether 
Colonel  Hickson,  the  present  commanding 
officer,  has,  in  fact,  made  any  complaint ; 
Whether  the  service  at  which  the  regiment 
attends  is  not  Morning  Praver  and  a 
service  at  which  no  "ritual  is  used; 
Whether  Colonel  Hickson  has  been 
directed  to  inquire  of  every  officer,  non- 
commissioned officer,  and  man,  if  they 
object  to  any  portion  of  the  service ;  and, 
if  so.  Whether  all  other  commanding 
officers  will  be  directed  to  make  a  similar 
inquiry.  I  am  quite  certain  that  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Greville)  had 
no  intention  of  misleading  this  House  by 
suggesting  in  his  question  that  the  soldiers 
stationed  in  Brighton  are  participating  in 
what  he  calls  law-breaking  by  their  being 
present  at  the  performance  of  the  acts  of 
which  he  complained.  But  I  desire  to  ask 
the  noble  Marquess  whether  it  is  not  a  fact 
that  the  only  service  at  which  the  soldiers 
are  called  to  be  present  at  Brighton  is, 
Morning  Prayer  with  sermon,  at  which  no 
ritual  whatever,  so-called,  is  used  ?  I  may 
add  that  the  only  way  that  service  departs 
from  common  rule  is  that  "  God  save  the 
Queen  "  isplaved  at  the  end.  I  am  not  sorry 
that  the  noble  Lord  opposite  has  put  this 
question,  because  it  enables  a  public  ex- 
posure to  be  made — not  for  the  first  time — 
of  a  body  calling  itself  the  Church  Associ- 
ation, which  exists  for  the  purpose  of 
stirring  up  strife  in  the  Church  and  for 


11 


The  Arviy  arul 


{LORDS} 


Ritualistic  Services, 


12 


setting  ministers  against  congregations 
and  congregations  against  ministers.  I 
am  informed  that  there  have  been  six 
regiments  stationed  at  Brighton  during 
the  incumbency  of  Mr.  Hardy  Little,  as 
enumerated  by  the  noble  Lord,  and  one  of 
these,  the  Royal  Irish  Rifles,  is  a  regiment 
in  which  I  am  interested.  When  the 
noble  Lord  announced  his  intention  of 
putting  this  question,  it  was  communicated 
to  Col.  Knox,  who  commanded  them 
when  they  were  stationed  at  Brighton, 
and  with  your  Lordships'  permission  I  will 
read  a  letter  from  him,  addressed  to  Mr. 
Hardy  Little  and  dated  April  24th. 
Col.  Knox  says : — 

"  I  have  Been  in  the  papers  that  a  question 
b  to  he  asked  in  Parliament  as  to  the  services 
conducted  in  St.  Martin's  Church  for  tlie 
military— namely,  exception  has  been  taken  to 
Ritualistic  ceremonies,  and  the  question  will 
he  that  the  military  do  not  in  future  attend  in 
this  church.  As  you  know,  I  was  commanding 
my  regiment,  the  Royal  Irish,  for  two  years  in 
Brighton,  from  1894  to  1896.  This  regiment 
is  largely  composed  of  North  of  Ireland  men 
from  the  Belfai^t  district.  The  military  ser- 
vice consisted  of  Morning  Pi'ayer,  and  the  ser- 
vice was  of  an  ordinary  character.  As  Colonel 
of  the  regiment  I  frequently  attended  the 
service,  and  was  alwa^rs  struck  by  the  great 
interest  the  men  took  in  it,  and  I  never  had 
from  anyone,  either  officer  or  man,  a  single  com- 
plaint as  to  the  way  the  service  was  conducted. 
The  band  of  the  regiment,  under  my  sanction, 
and  at  the  wish  of  the  officers,  used  to  give 
their  services  voluntarily  to  assist  the  choir. 
I  can  only  say  that,  from  my  experience,  the 
services  at  St.  Martin's  were  heai-tily  appre- 
ciated by  njyself  and  all  members  of  the 
battalion,  llie  fact  that  the  regiment  is 
largely  recruited  from  the  Belfast  district  of 
the  North  of  Ireland,  shows  that  there  was 
nothing  in  the  service  disloyal  to  the  Church 
to  which  they  belong." 

I  think  that  letter  is  sufficiently 
emphatic.  I  think  it  is  quite  clear  from  it 
that  no  complaint  of  any  description  was 
made,  and,  further  than  that,  that  the 
soldiers  appreciated  the  service.  I  believe 
that  the  same  is  the  case  with  the  regiment 
stationed  there  now;  and  I  think  that 
as  it  is  with  the  soldiers,  so  it  is  with  the 
civil  parishioners.  It  may  be  within 
the  knowledge  of  your  Lordships  that  the 
Church  Association  sent  out  circulars 
shortly  before  the  Easter  Vestries, 
addressed  to  Churchwardens.  That 
circular  fell  flat,  and  it  fell  nowhere 
flatter  than  at  Brighton.  The  meeting 
there  was  duly  held ;  the  room  was  fiUea, 
and  the  meeting  was  unanimously  in 
favour  of  the  Vicar.  In  fact,  my  Lords, 
this  trouble  at  Brighton  has  been  entirely 
got  up  by  the  Church  Association.     It  is 

Lord  Teyiiham, 


like  a  great  deal  more  in  connection  mrith 
this  Church  crisis — ^a  got-up  afifair.  I  see 
the  noble  Lord  refers  in  his  question  to 
"  the  use  of  incense,  vestments,  lights,  and 
other  illegal  practices."  This  is  not  the 
place  in  which  to  discuss  the  right  and 
wrong  of  these  matters.  But  how  does 
the  noble  Lord  know  that  they  are  illegal  t 
The  Most  Kev.  the  Archbishop  of  Canter- 
bury, speaking  in  London  last  week,  used 
these  words : — 

"The  man  who  said  that  incense  was 
idolatrous  showed  that  he  did  not  know  the 
meaning  of  the  word  idolatrous.  But  when  he 
said  it  was  illegal,  that  was  another  matter 
altogether.  Tl^t  was  a  question  which  vras 
going  to  be  looked  into  and  settled." 

With  regard  to  lights,  they  were 
expressly  allowed  by  the  Lambeth  judg- 
ment, and  confirmed  by  the  decision  of 
the  Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy 
Council.  Lights  have  always  been  used 
for  other  than  illumination  purposes.  I 
believe  they  were  used  at  the  Coronation 
of  Charles  the  First.  At  present  they 
are  used  in  most  of  our  cathedrals,  in 
ten  college  ehapels  at  Oxford,  in  eight 
college  chapels  at  Cambridge.  Lights  are 
at  present  in  use  in  4,000  parish  churches 
of  the  Church  of  England,  and  in  mo6t 
large  cities,  such  as  Manchester,  Liver- 
pool, and  London — and  also  at  Hatfield. 
With  regard  to  vestments,  their  legality 
was  not  even  contested  in  the  Lincoln 
case.  I  submit,  therefore,  that  to  call 
these  things  illegal  practices  is  simply 
beg^ng  the  question.  Mr.  Cecil  Rhooes, 
in  his  speech  at  the  Mansion  House  a  few 
days  ago,  said  that  in  his  Church  they 
were  engaged  quarrelling  over  rituai, 
while  in  the  Salvation  Army  a  great  social 
and  religious  work  was  being  done.  Mv 
Lords,  it  is  no  doubt  true  that  the  work 
of  the  Church  is  being  largely  hampered, 
but  it  is  not  by  those  who  use  rituid,  but 
by  the  efforts  of  those  who  try  to  put 
ritual  down.  Mr.  Hardy  Little  is  popular  i 
in  his  parish,  where  he  has  a  population  i 
of  10,000,  mostly  poor;  he  is  Keeping  ' 
four  curates,  he  has  flourishing  schools, 
Bible  Classes  for  men  and  women,  and  in 
fact  all  the  machinery  of  a  well-ordered 
parish.  Mr.  Hardy  Little  is  a  poor  man  ; 
he  takes  no  rent  for  his  pews,  and  the 
whole  of  his  assured  income  is  £200  a 
year,  and  it  is  fsom  that  man  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  wishes  to  take  the 
Government  pittance  of  £50  a  year. 
I  earnestly  trust  that  in  the  name  of 
common  justice  the  Gk)vemment  will  do 
nothing  of  the  kind,  and  that  this  capita- 
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tion  grant  will  not  be  taken  from  him.  I 
am  told  that  GoL  Hickson,  commanding 
the  BufFs,  stationed  at  Brighton  now,  has 
been  directed  to  inquire  individually  of 
the  officers  and  men  as  to  whether  they 
had  any  objection  to  the  services.  I 
think  this  is  fishing  for  discontent  in  an 
extraordinary  manner,  and  I  hope  that  the 
answer  of  the  noble  Marquess  will  show 
that  the  Government  have  not  been  doine 
anything  of  the  kind.  I  beg  to  ask  ail 
the  questions  standing  in  my  name  on  the 
paper. 

♦The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
WAR     (The     Marquess     of     Lans- 
downe)  :     My    Lords,    I    cannot    help 
thinking  that  your  Lordships  must  have 
been  struck  by  what   I  am  tempted  to 
describe  as  the  forensic  ingenuity  with 
which  these  two  sets  of  questions  have 
been  framed.     I  should  have  been  glad  if 
it  had  been  possible  for  me  to  leave  the 
noble  Lord  who  n)oke  second  to  dispose  of 
the  noble  Lord  who  spoke  first,  but  I  sup- 
pose I  shall  be  expected  to  sav  a  few 
words  as  to  the  manner  in  which  this 
case  presents  itself  to  the  War  Office.     I 
think  it  will  be  convenient  that  I  should 
first  reply  to  the  questions  addressed  to 
me  by  Lord  Tevnham.     In  reply  to  him 
I  have  to  say  that  so  far  as  I  can  dis- 
cover   Mr.   Hardy  Little    came    to    St. 
Martin's  in  the  year  1867,  and  that  since 
that  time,   I  think,  four  regiments    of 
cavalrv  and  the   headquarters  of  three 
battalions  of    infantry,    besides    sundry 
detachments,    have     been    stationed   at 
Brighton.     No  complaints  have  until  now 
reached  the  War  Office  as  to  the  character 
of  the  ceremonial  followed  at  St.  Martin's 
during  the    services    which  the  troops 
attend.     Colonel    Hickson    did    not,    in 
fact,  volunteer  any  complaint  in  regard  to 
this  matter,   but  when    the   noble  Lord 
opposite  (Lord  Greville)  put  his  question 
upon  the  paper  we  desired  him  to  report 
whether,  within  his  knowledge,  there  was 
anything  in  the  ceremonial  which  was  re- 
pugnant to  the  troops  under  his  com- 
mand.    That,   I  think,   was  a  very  fair 
inquiry  to  address  to  him.     Of  course,  it 
was  not  as  if  we  had  asked  him  to  advise 
us  as  to  the  legality  of  these  practices.     I 
should  be  very  sorry  to  constitute  any 
military  officer,  however  distin^ished,  an 
arbiter  of  the  legality  of  religious  cere- 
momal.     The  noble  Lord  refers  to  the 
services  attended  by  the  troops.     It  is 
quite  true  that  the  service  is  an  ordinary 


morning  service — matins — followed  by  a 
sermon,  and  it  is  attended  not  only  by 
the  troops,  but  also  by  a  considerable 
civil  congregation.  I  have  endeavoured 
to  find  out  something  as  to  the  character 
of  the  ceremonial  followed  at  these  morn- 
ing services.  I  have  seen  a  letter  from 
the  Vicar  of  Brighton,  and  I  understand 
the  Parish  of  St.  Martin's  is  an  ofishoot  of 
the  Parish  of  Brighton.  The  vicar  writes 
that  his  information  is  to  the  effect  that 
the  service  is  conducted  in  the  simplest 
possible  fashion,  and  that  he  has  never 
received  any  complaints  with  regard  to  it, 
though  he  has  frequently  conversed  upon 
the  subject  with  the  commanding  officers 
concerned.  The  incumbent  himself — 
Mr.  Hardy  Little — ^states  positively  that 
there  is  no  ritual,  in  the  sense  of  anything 
unusual,  at  this  service,  and  the  Chap- 
lain-General, whom  I  have  consulted,  in- 
forms me  that  the  service  consists  of 
morning  prayer  and  a  sermon,  that  it  is 
perfectly  simple,  and  that  in  his  belief 
there  is  no  approach  to  illegality  in  it. 
No  vestments  are  worn  other  than  sur- 
plices, and  no  incense  is  used.  The 
Chaplain-General  says  it  is  the  ordinary 
service  of  all  churches.  I  thought  it  due 
to  the  right  reverend  Prelate  who  presides 
over  this  diocese — ^the  Bishop  of  Chichester 
—to  ask  him  for  any  observations  which 
he  might  desire  to  make,  and  I  gather 
from  his  reply  that  in  his  view  the  com- 
plaint which  has  been  made  is  not  a 
reasonable  complaint,  and  that  in  the  ser- 
vices attended  by  the  troop  at  St. 
Martin's  there  is  nothing  objectionable 
either  upon  legal  or  upon  other  grounds. 
The  noble  Lord  asks  me  whether  all  other 
commanding  officers  will  }ye  directed  to 
make  investigation  similar  to  that  made 
by  Colonel  Hickson.  My  answer  to  that 
is  in  the  negative.  We  wrote  to  Colonel 
Hickson  in  consequence  of  the  notice  put 
upon  your  Lordships'  paper,  and  for  that 
reason  alone.  Colonel  riickson's  report 
certainly  went  to  show  that  what  might 
be  described  as  the  general  tone  of  the 
church  and  of  the  services  was  what  I 
suppose  would  be  colloquially  termed 
**  high."  I  find  nothing  in  his  observa- 
tions that  there  was  any  reason  for  alter- 
ing the  present  arrangements  under 
which  the  troops  attend  morning  service 
at  this  church,  and  under  which  the  in- 
cumbent receives  the  usual  capitation 
grant.  I  think  I  have  answered  the 
whole  of  the  questions  put  to  me  by  the 
noble  Lord  on  my  right  (Lord  Tejmham). 
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The  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Greville) 
asks  me  whether  the  incumbent  is  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Confraternity  of  the  Blessed 
Sacrament  and  of  the  English  Church 
Union.  I  am  not  able  to  tell  him.  I  have 
not  asked  the  incumbent,  and  I  have  no 
intention  of  asking  him.  I  understand 
that  these  are  private  associations,  and  if 
I  were  to  make  such  an  inquiry  I  should 
not  be  surprised  were  he  to  tell  me  in  the 
most  polite  ecclesiastical  language  to 
mind  my  own  business.  I  have  already 
communicated  to  your  Lordships  that  we 
have  no  reason  to  doubt  the  legality  of 
the  ceremonial  obsen'-ed  at  the  services 
attended  by  the  troops,  and  I  wish  to 
make  it  perfectly  clear  that  it  is  with 
those  services  alone  that  we  are  con- 
cerned. I  do  not  think  it  is  my  busi- 
ness to  inquire  into  the  proceedings  at  the 
other  services.  The  question  of  the  noble 
Lord  is  so  framed — I  have  no  doubt  unin- 
tentionally so  framed — that  it  points,  and 
I  think  his  observations  also  pointed,  not 
only  to  the  service  attended  by  the 
troops,  but  to  other  services  which  take 
place  at  the  same  church.  And  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  noble  Lord  is  that  the 
troops  are  involuntarily  participators  in 
law-breaking,  because  he  apprehends  that 
the  law  is  violated  at  other  services  at 
which  they  do  not  attend.  To  stigmatise 
these  soldiers  as  law-breakers  because 
they  attend  at  one  hour  a  church  at  which 
the  noble  Lord  supposes  the  law  to  be 
broken  at  another  hour  seems  to  me  a 
strange  interpretation  of  the  words,  and  I 
doubt  whether  any  such  view  of  law- 
breaking  can  be  established  from  any- 
thing to  be  found  in  the  Statute  Book. 
Upon  the  whole,  then,  I  see  no  occasion 
for  altering  the  present  arrangements, 
and  as  at  present  advised  1  do  not  pro- 

r)se  to  do  so.  Perhaps  before  I  sit  down 
ought  to  make  clear  to  your  Lordships 
what  is  our  policy  in  dealing  with  this 
matter.  That  policy  is,  I  think,  very 
well  expressed  in  the  instructions  which 
are  issued  to  the  Regular  Army  chap- 
lains. Those  chaplains  are  expressly 
warned  to  be  careful  not  to  adopt  any 
custom  of  doubtful  legality,  or  which  is 
likely  to  offend  really  earnest  worshippers 
in  the  congregation.  That  seems  to  me 
a  wise  and  sensible  instruction,  and  I 
think  that  the  same  rule  should  apply  to 
those  cases  in  which  the  troops  are 
ministered  to,  not  by  Army  chaplains, 
buc  by  other  clergymen,  and  I  can  assure 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  that  if  in  any  case 
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PARISH    COUNCILLORS    (TENURE    OF 
OFFICE)  BILL  (SECOND  READING). 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

Lord  RIBBLESDALE:  My  Lords,  I 
hope  you  will  be  willing  to  give  a  Second 
Reading  to  this  very  short  and  simple 
Bill.     It  enjoyed  a  quiet  and  cheeiiul 
passage  through    the     other    House    of 
Parliament,  and  received  the  approval  of 
the  Secretary  of  the  Local  Government 
Board.     Although  it  is  short  and  simple, 
it  introduces  a  very  radical  change  in  the 
position  of  a  Parish  Councillor,  as  it  alters 
his  tenure  of  office  from  one  year  to  three 
years.     By  the  first  Clause  of  the  Bill  the 
tenure  becomes  three  years,  the  same  as 
that  enjoyed  by  memoers  of  other  local 
authorities — District  and  County  Councils, 
and  School  Boards.     The  operation  of  the 
Bill  begins  in  1901,  and  on  the  15th  day 
of  April.     That  date  is  fixed  so  as  to  make 
the  new  tenure  of  the  Parish  Councillor 
co-terminous  with  the  tenure  of  office  of 
the  District  Councillor.     At  present  the 
Parish   Councils    elections    are    held    in 
March.     So  much  for  the  practical  effect 
of  this  Bill     I  had  better,  perhaps,  say  a 
word  or  two  as  to    its  good  qualities. 
In  the  first  place,  by  bringing  the  Parish 
Council  elections  into  harmony  with  the 
District  Council  elections,  there  will  be 
a  saving  of  expense  and  of  machinery. 
On  this    particular  point   of  expense    I 
might  mention  that  in  a  South  Devon 
I  parish  the  Parish  Council  was  limited  to 
spend  only  £13  in  its  year  of  office,  but 
this  particular  Parish  Council,  no  doubt 
perfectly  conscientiously,  spent  X7  2s.  6d. 
out  of  its  total  assets  on  a  poll,   which 
only  left  them  a  little  over  JB5  for  carry- 
ing on  such  improvements  in  the  village 
as    might    have      appeared      desirable. 
Another  advantage  I  claim  is  that  under 
this  Bill  you  get  more  continuity  into  the 
work  of  the  Parish  Council,  and  I  think 
you  would  also  get  this  other  advantage, 
that  Parish    Councillors  would  be    en- 
couraged to  make  themselves  acquainted 
with  the  Act.     If  a  man  is  only  elected 
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for  a  year,  he  naturally  does  not  take  so 
much  trouble  as  he  would  if  he  was 
elected  for  three  years  to  make  himself 
acquainted  with  the  duties  of  the  Parish 
Council.  Under  the  present  system,  with 
the  elections  in  March,  and  the  Parish 
Council  not  taking  up  its  work  till  well 
on  in  April,  the  Parish  Council  mav  be 
said  to  go  into  winter  quarters  early  in 
February,  because  the  outgoing  Parish 
Coiuicil  does  not  care  very  much  about 
initiating  any  new  work.  Another  ad- 
vantage is  that  in  some  districts  the  tur- 
moil of  annual  elections  will  be  got  rid  of. 
Nervous  and  irritable  people  may  be  more 
inclined  to  come  forward  as  Parish  Coun- 
cillors if  they  know  they  will  not  have  to 
expose  themselves  to  the  excitement  of 
an  election  more  than  once  in  three  years. 
I  hope  you  will  pass  the  Bill  into  law  just 
as  it  stands.  Its  provisions  seem  to  me 
to  be  worded  in  good  plain  Queen's  lan- 
guage. I  believe  it  to  be  a  straight- 
^rward,  practical,  and  valuable  measure. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed — 

'*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time.' 
— (TAe  Lord  RiiMesdale.) 

The  prime  MINISTER  and  SECRE- 
TARY  OF  STATE  for  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bury) :  At  present  this  appears  to  me  a 
verv  plain,  straightforward,  and  practical 
Bill,  and  the  Gk)vemment  have  no  sort  of 
objection  to  its  being  read  a  second  time. 
I  suspect  there  is  something  in  it  we  do 
not  see.  I  have  no  doubt  we  shall  dis- 
cover its  advantages  on  going  more  into  it. 

On  question,  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  the  second  time,  and  com- 
mitted. 


DISCIPLINE    IN   MILITARV  PRISONS. 

Lord  MONKSWELL:  My  Lords,  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  what  steps  have  been  taken,  or  are 
being  taken,  to  carry  into  effect  the  re- 
commendations of  a  Departmental  Com- 
mittee on  Discipline  in  Military  Prisons 
which  reported  in  June,  1895,  with 
special  reference  to  the  condemnation  of 
shot  drill  and  the  crank  as  ordinary 
forms  of  prison  labour ;  and  to  move  for 
papers.  I  propose  to  postpone  any  com 
ment  I  mav  have  to  make  until  the  noble 
Marquess  has  replied. 


Moved — 


"  That  an  humble  address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty  for  the  report  of  a  departmental 
committee  on  discipline  in  military  prisons 
which  reported  in  June  1895."— (TVIub  iorrf 
Monksweu.) 

♦The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE: 
The  noble  Lord  need  not  be  at  all  afraid 
that  the  recommendations  made  by   the 
Departmental  Committee  over  which  he 
presided  will  be  lost  sight  of.     The  policy 
of  those  recommendations  entirely  com- 
mends itself  to  us.      We  are  acting  upon 
them,  and  we  shall  continue  to  act  upon 
them  as  time  goes  on.     Some  of  those  re- 
commendations have  already  been  carried 
out ;  others,  again,  are  embodied  in  new 
revised  rules  which  are  ready  for  issue, 
but  the  issue  of  which  has  been  delayed 
under  circumstances  which  have  been  ex- 
plained in  the  other  House  of  Parliament. 
We  intend  to  deal  with  the  whole  of  thi& 
question  of  the   treatment  of    militarj^ 
prisoners.     It  has  become  an  accepted 
doctrine  that  habitual  criminals  ought  not 
to  be  retained  in  the  Army,  and  when  a 
soldier  commits  a  serious  offence  against 
the  civil  law  it  is  usual  to  hand  him  over 
to  the  civil  authorities  for  imprisonment 
in  a  civil  prison.     It  comes,  then,  to  this, 
that  these  military  prisons  are  used  for 
the  imprisonment  of  soldiers  who  have 
committed  offences,  not  against  the  civil, 
but      against      the      military      laws — 
offences  which  are  usually  described  as 
offences  against  discipline.    We  hold  very 
strongly  that,  although  it  is  desirable  to 
punish  such  offences  in  a  manner  which 
will  deter  those  who  commit  them  from 
committing  them  again,  the  punishment 
should  be  as  little  as  possible  of  an  igno- 
minious or    degrading  character.     That 
point  has  been  very  strongly  taken  up  by 
the  distinguished  general  officer  who  com- 
mands at  Aldershot — Sir  Redvers  Buller — 
who  has  specially  called  our  attention  to 
it,  and  a  Committee,  presided  over  by  him, 
is  at  this  moment  sitting,  and  will  report 
to  us  on  the  whole  matter.      I  think  I 
may  say  that  the  standpoint  from  which 
we  now  approach  the  question  is  a  rather 
broader  standpoint  than  that  taken  by  the 
Committee  presided  over  by  the  noble 
Lord,  because  he  will  remember  that  his 
Committee  stated  that  they  understood 
the  main  point  to  which  their  investiga- 
tions were  to  be  directed  was  the  capa- 
bility   of   the    men    on    rejoining    the 
regiments  after  terms  of  imprisonment  to 
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carry  on  their  military  duties  without  loss 
of  either  physical  condition  or  professional 
knowledge.  We,  as  I  said  just  now,  want 
to  push  the  matter  a  little  further,  and  to 
consider  whether  the  imprisonment  to 
which  soldiers  are  subjected  should  not  be 
made  of  a  somewhat  different  character, 
JEind  one  equally  deterrent,  but  not  so 
degrading  as  the  kind  of  punishment  to 
which  they  have  in  the  past  been  subjected. 
I  will  state  to  the  noble  Lord  exactly  what 
has  been  done  towards  carrying  out  the 
recommendations  of  his  Committee,  pre- 
mising, for  your  Lordships'  information, 
that  we  have  to  deal  with  three  kinds  of 
prisons — the  large  military  prisons,  which 
are  under  the  control  of  the  Inspector- 
General  of  Military  Prisons ;  the  prov^ost 
prisons  under  the  control  of  the  Com- 
manding Officer  of  the  District;  and, 
finally,  the  regimental  provost  prisons, 
which  are  under  the  control  of  the  Officer 
in  command  of  the  Regiment.  The  first 
recommendation  made  by  the  Committee 
was  that  we  should  limit  the  licensing  of 
barrack  cells  to  sentences  of  14  days  and 
under,  and  of  provost  prisons  to  sentences 
of  42  days  ana  under.  That  recommend- 
ation has  been  carried  out.  The  next 
recommendation  was  that  barrack  cells  and 
provost  prisons  should  be  lit  in  the  same 
way  as  military  prisons  were  lit.  That 
has  also  been  carried  out.  Then  there 
was  a  recommendation  that  in  these 
prisons  the  hour  of  putting  out  the  lights 
should  be  extended  from  half-past  eight 
till  nine  o'clock.  That  has  been  earned 
out  in  military  prisons,  and  is  provided 
for  in  the  case  of  the  other  prisons  in  the 
revised  rules  to  which  I  referred  a 
moment  ago.  In  the  next  place  the  Com- 
mittee recommended  that  governors 
should  be  appointed  to  the  more  important 
military  prisons.  That  has  been  done  in 
the  case,  I  think,  of  five  or  six  of  the 
most  important  of  those  prisons.  Then 
there  is  a  recommendation  that  Sunday 
exercise  should  be  allowed.  That  has 
been  introduced  already  in  the  case  of  the 
military  prisons.  In  the  case  of  the  pro- 
vost prisons  it  is  provided  for  in  the  new 
rules.  The  Committee  further  recom- 
mended that  gymnastics,  drill,  and  other 
forms  of  military  instruction  should  be 
allowed.  Drill  and  physical  exercise  were 
introduced  in  the  military  prisons  in  1896. 
The  matter  is  still  under  consideration  in 
the  case  of  the  provost  prisons.  Then  we 
come  to  the  recommendation  to  which  the 
iioble  Lord  attaches  most  importance — 
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the  question  of  shot  drill  and  the  crank. 
In  the  military  prisons  shot  drill  has,  in 
accordance  with  the  recommendations  of 
the  Committee,  been  abolished,  except  as 
a  punishment  for  prison  offences.  The 
use  of  the  crank  has  not  been  entirely 
abolished,  but  other  forms  of  punishment 
have,  so  far  as  possible,  been  substituted 
for  it.  In  the  provost  prisons  shot  drill 
has  not  yet  been  abolished,  but  its  aboli- 
tion is  provided  for  in  the  revised  rules. 
The  same  remark  applies  to  the  case  of 
barrack  cells.  The  Committee  advised 
that  a  free  choice  of  library  books  should 
be  allowed  to  soldiers  during  their  term 
of  imprisonment.  We  have  accepted  that 
recommendation  in  part  only.  We  allow 
a  free  choice  of  library  books  after  the  first 
fourteen  days.  That  has  been  done  in  the 
case  of  military  prisons  and  will  be  done 
in  the  case  of  the  provost  prisons  under 
the  revised  rules.  The  limit,  fourteen  days, 
excludes  the  barrack  ceUs,  in  which  a 
prisoner  cannot  be  kept  for  more  than  four- 
teen days,  from  the  scope  of  this  recom- 
mendation. Then  we  come  to  the  only 
recommendation  on  which  I  do  not  think 
that  anything  hasyet  been  done,  and  that  is 
the  recommendation  that  all  prisoners  in 
military  prisons  should  be  given  compul- 
sory education  who,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
governor,  would  derive  benefit  from  it. 
That  matter  has  been  considered,  but  the 
question  raises  a  good  many  difficulties. 
The  change  would  be  troublesome  and 
expensive  to  make,  and  it  is,  as  the  noble 
Lord  knows,  held  by  some  very  high 
authorities — it  was  held  by  one  member, 
at  least,  of  the  Departmental  Committee — 
that  the  introduction  of  this  practice 
would  lead  to  a  differentiation  between 
one  class  of  prisoner  and  another  which 
it  was  not  desirable  to  introduce,  and  that 
it  would  only  have  the  effect  of  taking 
away  from  these  punishments  a  great  part 
of  their  deterrent  effect.  There  is  one 
other  recommendation,  which  is  that  the 
hair  of  prisoners  in  provost  and  barrack 
cells  should  be  cut  only  so  far  as  necessary 
for  cleanliness.  That  recommendation 
has  been  adopted  and  carried  out.  I 
think  I  have  said  enough  to  satisfy  the 
noble  Lord  that  we  have  by  no  means  lost 
sight  of  the  recommendations  which  his 
Committee  has  made.  It  is,  of  course, 
necessary,  in  considering  these  matters,  to 
remember  that  there  is  the  risk  of  making 
these  punishments  insufficiently  deterrent. 
We  have  endeavoured  to  steer  our  way 
judiciously  between  that  danger  and  the 
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undoubted  defects  which  existed  in  the 
old  system  of  punishment  in  military 
prisons. 

Lord  MONKSWELL:  My  Lords,  I 
am  glad  to  hear  the  statements  of  the 
noble  Marquess.  With  regard  to  the 
motion  at  the  end  of  my  question,  I 
would  suggest  that,  as  there  is  nothing  of 
a  private  nature  in  the  Report  of  the 
Departmental  Committee,  it  should  be 
circulated  as  a  Parliamentary  Paper.  We 
not  only  took  evidence,  which  the  noble 
Marquess  may  or  may  not  think  of  some 
value,  but  in  the  Appendix  is  the  ex- 
perience of  foreign  countries,  particularly 
of  Grermany,  in  the  matter  of  prisons,  on 
which  we  based  a  good  deal  of  our  Report. 
I  am  glad  to  hear  that  in  military  prisons 
at  all  events,  shot  drill  and  the  crank 
have  been  abolished. 

♦The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE: 
I  said  that  the  crank  was  not  altogether 
abolished  in  military  prisons. 

Lord  MONKSWELL :  I  am  sorry  to 
hear  that,  but  I  am  glad  to  find  that  shot 
drill  has  been  abolished.     I  am  all  the 
more  glad  because  a  few  weeks  ago,  in 
the   case    of    the    lamentable    death   of 
Trooper  Lorrimer,  which  was  discussed  in 
the  House  of  Commons,  every  member 
who  took  part  in  the  Debate  was  under 
the  misapprehension,  shared  also  by  the 
Under-Secretary  for  War,  that  shot  drill 
was  still  a  common  form  of  prison  labour 
in    military    prisons.     I    am  sorry  the 
noble    Marquess  has    not   seen  his  way 
to    re-introduce    compulsory    education, 
which  up  to  1872  was  the  rule.     Com- 
pulsory   education    is    to    some    extent 
carried  on  in  civil  prisons,  and  it  is  even 
more  important  that  it  should  be  carried 
on    in    military    prisons.      WTiile     this 
Departmental    Committee    of    the    War 
Office  was  sitting,  another  Departmental 
Committee    was    considering    the    same 
questions  with  regard   to  civil  prisons. 
That  Committee  reported  about  the  same 
time,and  their  recommendations  bore  a  very 
striking  resemblance  to  the  recommenda- 
tions put  forward  by  the  Departmental  Com- 
mittee of  the  War  OfiBce.  If  it  is  considered 
necessary  to  increase  the  teaching  in  civil 
prisons,  surely  it  is  much  more  important, 
if  the  noble  Marquess  thinks  it  is  desirable 
that  the  difference  between  military  and 
civil  prisons  should  be  accentuated,  that 
you  should  emphasise  that  difference  by 


fiving  the  soldier  every  opportunity  of 
eeping  up  his  education.  In  Germany 
they  lay  great  stress  upon  keeping  up,  at 
all  cost,  the  military  education  of  the 
prisoner.  In  Germany  the  regulations 
prescribe  that  the  fact  is  not  to  be  lost 
sight  of,  that  military  prisoners  are  still 
soldiers,  and  will  return  to  military  duty. 
On  all  occasions,  therefore,  steps  should 
be  taken  to  foster  their  soldierly  instinct, 
and  to  maintain  their  military  bearing. 
Again,  in  the  matter  of  gymnastics,  1  hope 
the  noble  Marquess  will  do  everything  he 
possibly  can  to  see  that  gjrmnastic  exercises 
are  taught  in  all  military  prisons.  I  am 
glad  to  hear  that  most  of  the  recommenda- 
tions have  had  some  attention  paid  to 
them.  I  would  remind  the  noble  Marquess 
that  it  is  now  four  years  since  the 
Committee  reported,  aiid  I  should  have 
thought  that  possibly  some  complete 
provisions  might  have  been  put  in  force 
at  an  earlier  date  than  the  noble  Marquess 
seems  to  have  thought  necessary. 

♦The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE: 
My  Lords,  the  question  of  education,  and, 
indeed,  the  other  points  upon  which  the 
noble  Lord  has  touched,  will  undoubtedly 
be  considered  by  the  Committee  which  is 
now  sitting,  and  I  will  take  care  that  they 
are  considered.  I  forgot,  in  replying  to 
the  noble  Lord,  to  take  notice  of  his 
request  that  I  should  lay  the  Report  of 
the  Committee  on  the  Table.  I  hope  he 
will  not  press  me  to  do  so,  not  because 
there  is  anything  in  the  least  mysterious 
or  secret  in  the  Report,  but  because  I  think 
it  is  undesirable  that  the  reports  of  these 
Departmental  Committees  should  be  pre- 
sented to  Parliament.  It  is  not  like  the 
case  of  the  Report  of  a  Parliamentary 
Conmiittee  or  of  a  Royal  Commission 
Reports  of  a  Departmental  Committee  of 
this  character  are  really  like  official 
minutes,  and  what  I  am  afraid  of  is  that 
if  we  get  into  the  way  of  presenting  them 
to  Parliament,  such  Committees  will  not 
report  to  us  with  the  freedom  and  frank- 
ness which  they  now  adopt. 

Lord  M0NKS\VELL:  I  should  be 
the  last  person  to  suggest  that  it  should 
be  made  a  condition  in  all  cases  that  the 
Reports  of  Departmental  Committees 
should  be  issued  as  Parliamentary  Papers, 
but  when  it  turns  out  that  there  is  abso- 
lutely nothing  in  the  whole  of  this  Report 
whicn  is  of  a  secret  nature^  and  when  it 
gives  information  that  some  people  desire 
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to  have,  I  should  have  thought  there 
would  have  been  uo  objection:  to  lay  it  on 
the  Table,  the  more  particularly  as  the 
Report  of  a  Departmental  Committee  of 
the  Home  Office  which  has  considered 
exactly  the  same  questions  in  relation  to 
•civil  prisons  has  been  published  as  a 
Parliamentary  Paper.  However,  I  will 
not  press  my  Motion. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House),  with- 
drawn. 

PARISH    COUNCILLORS    (TENURE    OF 

OFFICE)  BILL. 

Read  2a  (according  to  order),  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  to-morrow. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Ordered,  that  the  evening  sitting  of  the 
House  to-morrow  do  commence  at  half- 
past  Five  of  the  clock. 

House  adjourned  at  half -past  Five  of  the  clock, 
till  to-morrow,  half -past  Ten  of  the  clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS. 
M(mday,  8th  May  1899, 


PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  [Lords]. 

(Standing  Order  62  complied  with.) 

Mr.  speaker  laid  upon  the  Table 
Report  from  one  of  the  Examiners  of 
Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  That  in  the 
case  of  the  following  Bill,  referred  on 
the  First  Reading  thereof,  Standing  Order 
No.  62  has  been  complied  with,  viz. : — 

LONDON,    WALTHAMSTOW,    AND    EP- 
PING  FOREST  RAILWAY  (No.  2)  BILL. 

Ordered,  That  the  Bill  be  read  a 
second  time. 

PRIVATE  BILLS  [Lords]. 

(Standing  Orders  not  previously  in- 
quired into  complied  with.) 

Mr.  SPEAKER  laid  upon  the  Table 
Report  from  one  of  the  Examiners  of 
Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  That,  in  the 
case  of  the  following  Bills,  originating  in 
the  Lords,  and  referred  on  the  First 
Reading  thereof,  the  Standing  Orders  not 
previously  inquired  into,  and  which  are 
applicable  thereto,  have  been  complied 
with,  viz : — 

Lord  MonksweU, 


BURY  CORPORATION  BILL  [Lords]. 

SOUTHAMPTON  CORPORATION  WATER 

BILL  [Lords]. 

Ordered,  That  the  Bills  be  read  a  second 
time. 

PRIVATE  BILLS  [Lords]. 

(No  Standing  Orders  not  previously- 
inquired  into  applicable.) 

Mr.  SPEAKER  laid  upon  the  Table 
Report  from  one  of  the  Examiners  of  Pe- 
titions for  Private  Bills,  That,  in  the  case 
of  the  following  Bill,  originating  in  the 
Lords,  and  referred  on  the  First  Keading 
thereof,  no  Standing  Orders  not  pre- 
viously inquired  into  are  applicable, 
viz. : — 

SKIPTON  URBAN  DISTRICT  GAS  BILL 

[Lords]. 

Ordered,  That  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time. 

PROVISIONAL  ORDER  BILLS. 

(Standing  Orders  applicable  thereto 
complied  with.) 

Mr.  SPEAKER  laid  upon  the  Table 
Report  from  one  of  the  Examiners  of 
Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  That,  in  the 
case  of  the  following  Bills,  referred  on  the 
First  Reading  thereof,  the  Standing 
Orders  which  are  applicable  thereto  have 
been  complied  with,  viz. : — 

ELECTRIC     LIGHTING     PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  6)  BILL. 

ELECTRIC     LIGHTING     PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  6)  BILL. 

Ordered,  That  the  Bills  be  read  a 
second  time  to-morrow. 

EDINBURGH  CORPORATION  BILL, 
Eead  a  third  time,  and  passed. 

GATESHEAD    AND    DISTRICT    TRAM- 
WAYS BILL. 

Bead  a  third  time,  and  passed. 

GLASGOW    DISTRICT    SUBWAY    BILL 

[Lords). 

Read  a  third  time,  and  passed,  without 
Amendment. 

GOOLE     URBAN    DISTRICT    COUNCIL 

BILL. 

Read  a  third  time,  and  passed. 

AYR  BURGH  BILL. 

As  amended,  considered ;  to  be  read  the 
third  time. 
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GREAT  CENTRAL  RAILWAY  BILL. 

As  amended,  considered ;  Amend- 
ments made;  Bill  to  be  read  the  third 
time. 

KENSINGTON   AND   NOTTING  HILL 
ELECTRIC  LIGHTING  BILL. 

As  amended,  considered ;  to  be  read 
the  third  time. 

PERTH   WATER,    POLICE,    AND     GAS 

BILL  [Loi^]. 

As  amended,  considered;  to  be  read 
tke  third  time. 

REDDITCH  GAS  BILL. 

As  amended,  considered ;  to  be  road 
the  third  time. 

SOUTH-EASTERN  AND  LONDON,  CHAT- 
HAM,  AND  DOVER  RAILWAY  COM- 
PANIES BILL. 

As  amended,  considered ;  Amendments 
made ;  Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time. 

GREENOCK  AND   PORT  GLASGOW 
TRAMWAYS  BILL  [LordR]. 

Read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

HULL,  BARNSLEY.  AND  WEST  RID- 
ING  JUNCTION  RAILWAY  AND  DOCK 
BILL  [LordH]. 

Read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

KEW  BRIDGE  BILL  [Lords). 
Read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

NORFOLK  ESTUARY  BILL  [Lord»l 
Read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

BEXHILL   AND    ROTHERFIELD   RAIL- 

WAY  BILL. 

Petition  for  additional  Provision ;  re- 
ferred to  the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for 
Private  Bilk. 

METROPOLITAN  COMMON  SCHEME 
(HARROW  W^EALD)  PROVISIONAL 
ORDER  BILL. 

As  amended,  considered ;  to  be  read 
the  third  time  To-morrow. 

ELECTRIC     LIGHTING     PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.   8)  BILL. 

Read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

lB(S)rSIHG  OF  THE  WORKING  CLASSES 
FBO^TBIONAL  ORDER  (BORROW- 
PTO.U51NBS8). 

BiUto.coitfiBi  a  Provisional  Order  by 
the  Secretary, for  l:%»tland  relating  to  the 
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bui^h  of  Borrowstounness ;  ordered  to  be, 
brought  in  by  the  Lord  Advocate  and 
Mr.  Anstruther. 

PIER    AND    HARBOUR    PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  1). 

Bill  to  confirm  certain  Provisional 
Orders  made  by  the  Board  of  Trade, 
under  the  General  Pier  and  Harbour  Act, 
1861,  relating  to  Blackpool,  Lynmouth, 
and  Otter  Ferry  ;  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Ritchie  and  Mr.  Hanbury. 

HOUSING  OF  THE  WORKING  CLASSES 
PROVISIONAL  ORDER  (BORROW- 
STOUNNESS)  BILL. 

"To  confirm  a  Provisional  Order  by 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland  relating  to  the 
burgh  of  Borrowstounness,"  presented^ 
and  read  the  first  time  ;  to  be  referred  to 
the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private 
Bills,  and  to  be  printed.  (Bill  178.) 

PIER   AND    HARBOUR    PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  1)  BILL. 

"  To  confirm  certain  Provisional  Orders 
made  by  the  Board  of  Trade,  under  the 
General  Pier  and  Harbour  Act,  1861» 
relating  to  Blackpool,  Lynmouth,  and 
Otter  Ferry,"  presented,  and  read  the 
first  time ;  to  be  referred  to  the  Ex- 
aminers of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  and 
to  be  printed.  (Bill  179.) 

RAILWAY  BILLS  (GROUP  7). 

Ordered,  that  the  Minutes  of  Evidence 
on  the  Bradford  Water  and  Improvement 
Bill,  Session  1881,  and  Pudsey  Gas  Bill, 
Session  1887,  be  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Group  No.  7  of  Railway  Bills. — 
(Dr,  Farquharson.) 

SOUTH  STAFFORDSHIRE 
STIPENDIARY  JUSTICE  BILL. 

Reported,  with  amendments;  Reports 
to  lie  upon  the  table,  and  to  be  printed. 

GREAT  WESTERN  AND  GREAT  CEN- 
TRAL  RAILWAY  COMPANIES  BILL. 

Reported,  with  amendments;  Reports 
to  lie  upon  the  table,  and  to  be  printed. 

LONDON  IMPROVEMENTS  BILL. 

Reported,  with  amendments;  Reports 
to  lie  upon  the  table,  and  to  be  printed. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 

That  they  have  agreed  to, — 
Metropolitan  Police  Provisional  Order 
BUI. 
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Clay  Cross  Water  Bill,  without  Amend- 
ment. 

Dublin  Improvement  (Bull  Alley  Area) 
Bill,  with  Amendments. 

That  they  have  passed  a  Bill,  intituled, 
"An  Act  to  extend  the  powers  of  the 
Hastings  and  Saint  Leonards  Gas  Com- 
pany ;  to  amend  the  Acts  relating  to  that 
Company ;    and    for    other     purposes." 

[Hastings  and  Saint  Leonards  Gas  Bill 
Lords]. 

Also,  a  Bill,  intituled,  "An  Act  to 
restore  to  the  Presidents,  Vice-Presidents, 
Treasurer,  and  Governors  of  the  Infant 
Orphan  Asylum  a  strip  of  land  in  Epping 
Forest  which  has  been  forfeited  by  them 
and  become  part  of  the  waste  of  the 
forest."  [Infant  Orphan  Asylum  Bill 
[Lords]. 

Also,  a  Bill,  intituled,  "An  Act  for 
enabling  the  Friends'  Provident  Institu- 
tion to  sue  and  be  sued  in  the  name  of  a 
public  officer ;  for  more  effectually  vesting 
in  their  trustees  for  the  time  being  the 
funds  and  property  of  the  Institution; 
for  conferring  further  powers  on  the 
Institution  as  to  the  investment  of  their 
funds;  and  for  other  purposes."  [Friends* 
Provident  Institution  Bill  [Lords]. 

Also,  a  Bill,  intituled,  "An  Act  to 
authorise  the  South  Hants  Waterworks 
Company  to  make  additional  waterworks ; 
to  extend  the  limits  of  supply  of  the 
Company ;  to  raise  additional  capital ;  to 
confer  further  powers  upon  the  Company ; 
and  for  other  purposes.  [South  Hants 
Water  Bill  [Lords]. 

And,  also,  a  Bill,  intituled,  "  An  Act  to 
extend  the  municipal  and  police  bound- 
aries of  the  burgh  of  Renfrew  ;  to 
authorise  the  construction  of  a  tidal  dock 
or  basin  and  other  works  at  the  harbour ; 
and  for  other  purposes."  [Renfrew 
Burgh  and  Harbour  Extension  Bill 
[Lords], 

HASTINGS  AND  ST.  LEONARDS  GAS 
BILL    [Lords]. 

Read  the  first  time;  and  referred  to 
the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private 
Bills. 

INFANT  ORPHAN  ASYLUM  BILL 

[Lords].  • 

Read  the  first  time  ;  and  referred  to 
the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private 
Bills. 


FRIENDS'  PROVIDENT  INSTITUTION 
BILL    [Lords]. 

Read  the  first  time;  and  referred  to 
the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private 
Bills. 

SOUTH  HANTS  WATER  BILL 

[Lords]. 

Read  the  first  time;  and  referred  to 
the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private 
Bills. 

RENFREW  BURGH  AND  HARBOUR 
EXTENSION  BILL    [Lords]. 

Read  the  first  time;  and  referred  to 
the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private 
BiUs. 


PETITIONS. 


BOROUGH  FUNDS  ACT,  1872. 

Petitions  for  alteration  of  Law ; — From 
Crewe; — and,  Wimbledon;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table. 

CHURCH  DISCIPLINE  BILL. 

Petition  from  Tenbury,  against ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

GROCERS'       LICENCES       (SCOTLAND) 
ABOLITION  BILL. 

Petition  from  Glasgow,  in  favour;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

GROUND  RENTS  (TAXATION  BY  LOCAL 
AUTHORITIES). 

Petitions  in  favour ; — From  Bedwellty ; 
— Tredegar ;— and,  Poplar;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table. 

GROUND  VALUES  (TAXATION)   (SCOT- 

LAND)  BILL. 

Petition  from  Coatbridge,  in  favour ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

LIQUOR  TRAFFIC  LOCAL  VETO  (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 

Petition  from  Glasgow,  in  favour ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

MINES  (EIGHT  HOURS)  BILL. 
Petitions  in  favour; — From  Lower 
Conygre ;  —  Upper  Conygre  ;  —  Spring- 
field  ;— Grey  field  ;— Black  Park  ;— West- 
minster ;  —and  Eccleston  Hall  and  Lan- 
caster Collieries ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 
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PUIVATE   LEGISLATION    PROCEDURE 
(SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Petition  from  Dumfriesshire,  in  favour ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

RATING  OP  MACHINERY  BILL. 

Petition  from  Wallsend,  against;  to  lie 
u])on  the  Table. 

ROMAN    CATHOLIC    UNIVERSITY    IN 

IRELAND. 

Petition  from  Edinburgh,  for  establish- 
ment ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

SALE     OF    INTOXICATINi;     LIQUORS 
(IRELAND)  BILL. 

Petition  from  Waterford,  in  favour ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

SALE  OF  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS  ON 
SUNDAY   BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour ; — From  Salford ; — 
Camberwell ;  Hindley ; — and  Newport 
(Isle  of  Wight) ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

TEMPERANCE   REFORM  (THREEFOLD 
OPTION)  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Petition  from  Inverness,  in  favour  ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

VACCINATION  ACT,  1898. 

Petition  from  Dorset,  for  repeal,  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  Ac. 


ARMY  (VOLUNTEER  CORPS). 

Copy  presented,  of  Annual  Beturn  for 
the  year  1898  [by  Command];  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

INTERMEDIATE  EDUCATION 
(IRELAND). 

Copy  presented,  of  Report  of  the  Inter- 
mediate Education  Board  for  Ireland  ior 
the  year  1898  [by  Command] ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

INEBRIATE    REFORMATORIES  (IRE- 
LAND) (REGULATIONS). 

Copy  presented,  of  General  Regulations 
for  the  Management  and  Discipline  of 
Certified  Inebriate  Reformatories  in 
Ireland  [by  Act] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table 
and  to  be  printed.     (No.  182.) 


SUEZ    CANAL    (COMMERCIAL,    No.    4, 

1899). 

Copy  presented,  of  Returns  of  Shipping 
and  Tonnage,  1896,  1897,  and  1898  (in 
continuation  of  "Commercial,  No.  4, 
1898  ")  [by  Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

TRADE  REPORTS  (ANNUAL  SERIES). 

Copies  presented,  of  Diplomatic  and 
Consular  Keports,  Annual  Series,  Nos. 
2250  and  2254  [by  Command];  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

PAPERS  LAID  UPON  THE  TABLE  BY 
THE  CLERK  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

1.  Charitable  Endowments  (West 
Riding  of  the  County  of  York)  and  Leeds 
(Inquu-y  into  Charities).  Further  Return 
relative  thereto  (ordered  10th  August, 
1894,  Mr.  Francis  Stevenson,  and  8th 
April,  1897,  Mr.  Grant  Lawson) ;  to  be 
printed.  (No.  183.) 

2.  Charitable  Endowments  (West 
Riding  of  the  County  of  York).  Further 
Return  relative  thereto  (ordered  10th 
August,  1894 ;  Mr.  Francis  Stevenson) ; 
to  be  printed.  (No.  184.) 

3.  Charitable  Endowments  (West 
Riding  of  the  County  of  York),  Inquiry 
into  Charities  (Parish  of  Halifax,  in- 
cluding County  Borough  of  Halifax),  and 
Huddersfield,  County  Borough  (Charities). 
Further  Return  relative  thereto  (ordered 
10th  August,  1894,  Mr.  Francis  Steven- 
son, and  13th  My,  1896,  and  29th  July, 
1897,  Mr.  Grant  Lawson)  ;  to  be  printed. 
(No.  185.) 


QUESTIONS. 


WAGES.— DISTURBANCES    IN 
GLAMORGANSHIRE. 

Mr.  D.  A.  THOMAS  (Merthyr 
Tydvil) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
decision  of  the  High  Court  on  Monday 
last,  in  the  case  of  The  Queen  v.  the 
County  Council  of  Glamorgan,  when  it 
was  held  that  the  cost  of  supplies  furnished 
to  Her  Majesty's  troops  by  Aberdare 
tradesmen,  at  the  instance  of  certain  local 
magistrates  upon  whose  request  the  troops 
had  been  brought  into  the  district  to 
maintain  order,  was  not  payable  by  the 


31 


Gaelic  in 


{COMMONS} 


Highland  Schools. 


32 


County  Council,  but  was  an  Imperial 
obligation;  and,  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will,  in  accordance  with  this 
decision,  pay  to  such  tradesmen  the 
sums  due  in  respect  of  the  goods  so  fur- 
nished ? 

The  financial  SECRETARY  to 
THE  WAR  OFFICE  (Mr.  J.  Powell 
WiLUAMS,  Birmingham,  S.) :  The  legal 
points  that  have  been  raised  by  the 
decision  in  question  have  been  referred 
by  the  Secretary  of  State  to  the  Law 
Officers  of  the  Crown,  who  are  considering 
them. 


ROMAN    CATHOLIC    ELEMENTARY 

SCHOOLS. 

Mr.  CHANNING  (Northampton,  K): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice-President  oJf  the 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education,  what 
is  the  number  of  Roman  Catholic  elemen- 
tary schools  in  receipt  of  grants  to  which 
parents  demanding  free  places  for  their 
children  have  been  directed  by  the  De- 
partment to  send  their  children  ;  what  is 
the  number  of  Roman  Catholic  elementary 
schools  to  which,  owing  to  there  being 
no  other  school  or  no  places  in  other 
schools,  parents  are  compelled  to  send 
their  children ;  whether  he  will  grant  a 
Return  of  such  schools ;  and,  whether,  in 
such  Return,  the  number  of  children  of 
non-Catholic  parents  can  be  included  ? 

The  VICE-PRESIDENT  of  the 
COMMITTEE  of  COUNCIL  on  EDU- 
CATION (Sir  J.  GORST,  Cambridge  Uni- 
versity) :  I  am  unable  to  supply  the 
numbers,  or  to  grant  the  Return,  reques- 
ted by  the  honourable  Member.  The 
Department  does  not  direct  parents  to 
send  their  children  to  any  particular 
school,  but  supplies  them  with  the  names 
of  schools  at  which  free  places  are  avail- 
able. This  is  done  without  reference  to 
the  religious  denomination  to  which  the 
schools  belong;  and  the  Department  has, 
as  a  rule,  no  information  as  regards  the 
religious  tenets  of  the  parents  who  make 
the  applications. 


DISEASE    AT    GIBRALTAR. 

Mr.  PIERPOINT  (Warrington) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  state  of  affairs  in  regard 
to  venereal    disease    which    prevails   in 

Mr,  D,  A.  Thomas. 


Gibraltar ;  whether  the  committee,  which 
was  appointed  recently  to  inquire  into  the 
general  and  sanitary  condition  of  the 
fortress,  has  reported  on  this  question ; 
whether  he  will  state  to  the  House  the 
comparative  fibres  as  to  venereal  disease 
between  Gibraltar  and  the  other  Medi- 
terranean stations,  as  well  as  the  Home 
stations ;  and,  whether  any  steps  are  being 
taken  in  the  matter  ? 

♦ThkUNDERSECRETARYof  STATE 
FOR  WAR  (Mr.  G.  Wyndham,  Dover)  : 
The  report  from  the  Committee  on 
Gibraltar  has  been  received.  It  deals, 
among  other  matters,  with  venereal 
disease.  In  respect  of  the  garrison, 
during  the  five  years  ending  in  1897,  the 
admissions  averaged  290  per  thousand  in 
each  year,  as  against  152  at  Malta  and 
170  in  the  United  Kingdom.  The  ave- 
rage dailv  number  in  hospital  was  28*3  per 
thousana,  as  against  13 '5  at  Malta  and 
15*0  at  home.  The  report  of  the  Com- 
mittee is  under  consideration. 


TECHNICAL  EDUCATION  IN 
SCOTLAND. 

Mr.  weir  (Ross  and  Cromarty) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  if  he  wiD 
state  how  many  school  boards  in  Scotland 
have  submitted  to  the  Scotch  Education 
Department  during  the  year  1898  resolu- 
tions in  favour  of  the  establishment  of 
technical  schools,  under  the  Technical 
Schools  (Scotland)  Act,  1887 ;  will  he 
state  how  many  of  these  resolutions 
referred  to  day  and  how  many  to  evening 
schools ;  and,  whether  any  such  resolutions 
were  received  from  the  Highland  crofting 
counties ;  if  so,  how  many  ? 

♦The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  A. 
GRAHAM  MURRAY,  Buteshire):  No 
resolutions  in  favour  of  the  establishment 
of  Technical  Schools  under  the  Technical 
Schools  (Scotland)  Act,  1887,  were  sub- 
mitted to  the  Scotch  Education  Depart- 
ment  during  the  year  1898. 


GAELIC  IN  HIGHLAND  SCHOOLS. 

Mr.  WEIR:  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord 
Advocate,  if  he  will  state  the  number  of 
Gaelic-speaking  pupil  teachers  employed 
in  each  of  the  six  Highland  crofting 
counties  in  giving  bilingual  instruction  to 
Gaelic-speaking  children? 
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♦Mr.  a.  graham  MURRAY :  The 
number  of  pupil  teachers  in  the  countieB 
referred  to,  on  whose  account  payment 
was  made  for  bilingual  instruction  to 
Oaelio-speaking  children,  was  in  Areyll 
11,  Inyemess  10,  Ross-shire  6,  and  Suther- 
land 2. 

INSTRUCTION   IN   COOKERY   IN 
HIGHLAND  SCHOOLS. 

Mr.  weir  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Loid 
Advocate,  if  he  can  state  the  number  of 
classes  which  have  been  held  for  the 
practical  teaching  of  cooking,  under 
Article  22  of  the  Scotch  Code,  in  each  of 
the  six  Highland  crofting  counties  during 
the  year  1898 ;  and,  will  he  state  the  entire 
Amount  earned  by  teachers  in  respect  of 
cookery  in  each  of  the  aforesaid  counties 
during  the  year  ? 

♦Mr.  a.  GRAHAM  MURRAY :  It  is 
impossible  to  give  the  details  required  in 
reply  to  a  question.  If  the  honourable 
Member  applies  to  the  Scotch  Education 
Department  he  will  be  supplied  with  a 
statement  of  the  facts. 

Mr,  weir  :  Will  the  right  honourable 
Gentleman  take  care  that  the  information 
is  supplied  ? 

♦Mr.  a.  graham  MURRAY : 
I  try  to  furnish  everything  the  honour- 
able Member  asks  for. 

Mr.  WEIR:  But  I  mean  before  the 
Vote  is  taken. 

♦Mr,  DUNGOMBE  (Cumberland, 
Egremont) :  Will  the  right  honourable 
Gentleman  answer  the  honourable  Mem- 
ber in  Gaelic  in  future  ? 

FERMANAGH  LAND  CASES. 

♦Mr,  ARCHDALE  (Fermanagh,  N.)  :I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  one  legal  and  one  lay  Sub- 
Commissioner  have  been  told  off  to  hear 
107  land  cases  in  three  days  in  the  county 
of  Fermani^h  this  month;  and,  if  so, 
whether,  taking  into  consideration  both 
the  Report  of  the  Fry  Commission  and 
also  the  strong  remonstrances  by  both 
landlords  and  tenants  to  their  cases  being 
heard  by  only  one  lay  Commissioner,  he 
will  represent  to  the  Land  Commission 
the  desirability  of  appointing  another, 
and  also  give  longer  time  for  hearing  the 
cases. 
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The  chief  SECRETARY  to  the 
LORD  LIEUTENANT  of  IRELAND 
(Mr.  'G.  W.  Balfour,  Leeds,  Central) :  I 
am  informed  that  107  cases  from  the  Ennis- 
killen  Union  have  been  listed  for  hearing 
before  one  legal  and  one  lay  Assistant 
Commissioner  on  the  ICth,  16th,  and 
17th  inst.  The  list  comprises  a  number 
of  cases  in  which  negotiations  for  pur- 
chase are  pending,  and  which  may  not, 
therefore,  proceed  to  a  hearing.  If, 
however,  all  the  cases  should  stand  for 
hearing,  the  Sub-Commission  will,  if 
necessary,  spend  the  remainder  of  the 
week  in  disposing  of  them.  It  is  not 
intended  that  the  hearing  should  be 
hurried  in  the  least  degree.  It  would 
not  be  possible  to  arrange  for  the  hearing 
of  these  cases,  at  the  period  mentionec^ 
by  two  lay  Assistant  Commissioners 
unless  by  postponing  the  hearing  of 
lists  from  other  districts.  Sub-Uom- 
missions  must  work  with  one  lay 
member  until  the  appointment  of  the 
additional  Assistant  Cfommissioners,  al- 
ready sanctioned,  has  been  perfected; 
and  to  postpone  lists  in  the  meantime 
would  lead  to  delay,  and  would  not  be 
satisfactOTy  to  the  parties. 

BILLINGSGATE  FISH  TOLLS. 

♦Mr.  ARCHDALE :  I  beg  to  ask 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  whether 
he  is  aware  that  five  times  as  much  toll  is 
charged  for  land-borne  fish  at  Billings-' 
gate  Market  as  is  charged  for  sea-borne ; : 
and,  whether,  considering  the  enormous 
quantity  of  fish  coming  into  that  market 
by  rail  from  Ireland  and  the  great  fishing 
centres  of  Great  Britain,  he  can  take  any 
steps  to  remedy  that  grievance. 

The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  W.  H.  Long, 
Liverpool,  West  Derby,  for  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade):  The 
amount  of  tolls  charged  for  fish  at 
Billingseate  Market  is  a  matter  as  to 
which  I  have  no  jurisdiction.  I  have, 
however,  received  the  following  state- 
ment from  the  Markets  Department  of 
the  Corporation  of  the  City  of  London  :-^ 

"  The  rate  charged  for  land-borne  fish  repre- 
sente  about  one  halfpenny  for  1121he.,ana  for 
water-borne  fish  about  one  farthing  for  the 
same  Quantity.  The  toll  is  levied  in  the  case 
of  lana-bome  fish  upon  each  van  or  machine, 
and  in  the  cane  of  water-borne  fish  according  to 
the  tonnage  of  the  vessel.  At  the  present 
time  but  half  toll  is  levied  on  watei -borne  fish, 
having  regard  to  special  representations  made^ 
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by  the  trade,  so  that  when  the  full  toll 
authorised  by  the  bye-laws  is  again  levied  the 
result  will  be  that  land-borne  and  water-borne 
iish  will,  as  a  rule,  pay  about  the  same  rate 
of  toll,  which  the  Commissioners  on  Market 
Rights  and  Tolls  refer  to  in  their  final  Report 
of  January,  1891,  as  inappreciable." 

UNITED  STATUES  TARIFF. 

Mr.  COGHILL  (Stoke-uponTrent) : 
I  beg  to  agk  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether,  in  view 
of  the  injury  that  has  been  done  to  our 
trade  by  the  present  United  States  tariff, 
the  Foreign  Office  will  enter  into  specific 
commercial  negotiations  with  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  Ujoited  States  with  a  view  to 
obtain  either  some  modifications  in  the 
tariff,  or  to  propose  retaliatory  measures. 

*The  UNDERSECEETARYofSTATE 
FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Mr.  St.  John 
Brodrick,  Surrey,  Guildford):  Any 
opportunity  which  may  occur  to  make 
more  favourable  arrangements  as  regards 
Tariffs  with  the  United  States  wSl  be 
taken  advantage  of,  but  I  cannot  promise 
any  immediate  action. 

THE  METROPOLITAN  POLICE. 

Captain  NORTON  (Newington,  W.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  he  can  state 
what  steps,  if  any,  have  been  taken  to 
carry  out  the  promise  given  by  the  Home 
Secretary  in  1890  with  respect  to  lodging 
a'lowance  for  members  of  the  Metropoli 
tan  Police  Force  serving  in  town  divi- 
sions. 

♦TheSECRETARY  of  STATE  for  the 
HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Sir  M.  White 
Ridley,  Lanes.,  Blackpool) :  I  am  not 
aware  of  any  promise  such  as  is  sug- 
gested having  been  given  by  any  pre- 
decessor of  mine,  and  I  am  afraid  I  do  not' 
see  my  way  to  give  any  such  promise 
now. 

DR.  LAMONTS  CASE. 

Sir  CHARLES  CAMERON  (Glasgow, 
Bridgeton) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate, whether  he  is  aware  that  Dr.  Lamont 
did  not  leave  South  Uist  until  the  even- 
ing of  the  15th  of  last  September,  and 
why,  therefore,  the  warrant  for  his  appre- 
hension, dated  10th  September,  was  not 
executed  before  he  left  the  island; 
whether  the  police,  who  arrested  Dr. 
LamoBt  in  his  mother's  house  in  Glasgow 
at  12  o'clock  p.m.  on  17th  September,  had 


in  their  possession  the  warrant  for  his 
apprehension,  and  whether  they  exhibited 
that  warrant  to  him  when  apprehending 
him ;  whether  he  is  aware  that,  before 
leaving  Lochboisdale  on  15th  September, 
Dr.  Lamont  gave  Police  Sergeant  Philip 
his  address  in  Glasgow  at  his  mother's 
house  ;  and,  if  this  is  denied,  if  he  would 
state  how  the  police  oflScer  who  arrested 
Dr.  Lamont  in  Glasgow  knew  exactly 
where  to  find  him;  whether  Dr.  Mac- 
kenzie, the  honorary  Sheriff-substitat«, 
who  granted  warrants  for  Dr.  Lamont 's 
apprehension  on  10th  September,  19th 
September,  and  again  on  22nd  De- 
cember, 1898,  was  employed  by  the  Pro- 
curator-Fiscal, on  whose  petition  he 
granted  the  said  warrants,  to  draw  up 
medical  reports  on  the  case,  and  that  two 
medical  reports  by  Dr.  Mackenzie,  dated 
respectively  23rd  September  and  24th 
October,  figure  in  the  list  of  Crown  pro- 
ductions in  the  case ;  whether  Dr.  Mac- 
kenzie has  been  paid,  or  has  been  pro- 
mised, any  fee  for  these  reports ;  and,  if 
so,  how  much ;  and,  whether,  when  the 
police  called  on  Dr.  Lamont's  mother  on 
8th  December,  and  stated  that  they  had 
instnictions  to  re-arrest  him,  any  warrant 
had  been  issued  for  his  re-arrest ;  and,  if 
so,  what  was  the  reason  for  the  issue  of 
the  warrant  for  his  re-arrest  granted  by 
Dr.  Mackenzie  on  22nd  December. 

♦Mr.  a.  GKAHAM  MURKAY:  As 
regards  Paragraph  1,  I  have  already 
told  the  honourable  Member  that  the 
instructions  given  by  the  Procurator- 
Fiscal  were  only  to  apprehend  Dr. 
Lamont  if  he  left  the  island  ;  and  as  the 
Police  did  not  know  that  he  was  leaving 
on  the  15th  there  was  no  need  to  execute 
the  warrant.  As  regards  Paragraph  2, 
the  Glasgow  Police  had  no  warrant  in 
their  possession,  but  the  fact  of  the 
existence  of  a  warrant  had  been  commu- 
nicated to  them  by  telegraph  from  the 
Chief  Constable  at  Inverness.  As  re- 
gards Paragraph  3  I  have  made  inquiry, 
and  find  that  Sergeant  Philip  had,  in 
conversation  with  Dr.  Lamont,  been 
given  by  him  Mrs.  Lamont's  address  in 
Glasgow,  and  this  address  Philip  com- 
municated by  telegram,  on  the  17th  of 
September,  to  the  Chief  Constable  at 
Inverness.     The  information  in  the  fourth 

Paragraph  is  correct.  Fees  will  of  course 
e  paid  in  the  ordinary  way,  and  on  the 
ordinary  scale  allowed  by  Exchequer. 
As  regards  the  fifth  paragraph,    every 
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petition  with  fresh  charges  contains  a 
warrant  to  commit  in  ordinary  form. 
Fresh  charges  were  made  on  '21st  Sep- 
tember, 25th  October  and  22nd  Decem- 
ber, but  no  fresh  arrest  was  made  because 
Crown  Counsel,  to  whom  the  case  had  by 
this  time  been  reported,  ordered  that  Dr. 
Lamont  should  not  be  re-arrested,  his 
agent  undertaking  to  produce  him  for 
declaration. 

Sir  CHARLES  CAMERON:  What 
is  the  amount  of  the  fees  paid  to  Dr. 
Mackenzie  t 

♦Mr.  a.  graham  MURRAY :  The 
fees  vary  from  one  guinea  to  three 
guineas,  according  to  what  he  has  done. 

Sir  CHARLES  CAMERON :  Seeing 
that  neither  Dr.  Lamont  nor  his  a^ent 
have  seen  the  warrant,  will  the  nght 
honourable  Gentleman  have  any  objection 
to  its  l>eing  shown  to  them  ? 

♦Mr.  a.  GRAHAM  MURRAY:  I 
have  seen  it ;  it  is  absolutely  in  the  ordi- 
nary form. 

Sir  CHARLES  CAMERON  :  Can  Dr. 
Lamont*s  agent  see  it  ? 

[No  reply.] 

LAMBOURNE   NATIONAL  SCHOOL. 

Mr.  SAMUEL  SMITH  (Flintshire): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice-President  of  the 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education, 
whether  he  is  aware  that  it  has  been  the 
custom  to  take  all  the  children  at  the 
national  school  at  Lamboume,  in  Berk- 
shire, over  six  years  of  age,  on  saints'  days, 
to  celebrations  of  the  Holv  Communion 
at  which  no  one  coiymunicates  but  the 
minister ;  and  that  during  Lent  the  chil- 
dren went  to  church  every  Wednesday 
and  Friday  from  11.40  to  12;  whether 
this  was  an  infringement  of  the  con- 
science clause,  as  religious  instruction 
was  not  on  the  time  table  at  that 
time  and  secular  instniction  did  not 
begin  till  10 ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
for  some  months  the  curate  has  taken  a 
class  in  algebra  during  the  time  set  down 
on  the  time  table  for  religious  instruction, 
this  having  l>een  done  three  times  a 
week;  whether  the  aid  grant  has  been 
used  this  year  for  the  purpose  specified  on 
the  conditions  under  which  it  was 
granted ;   whether  the   balance  sheet  of 


the  school  accounts  was  pu])lished  last 
year,  in  accordance  with  the  Government 
requirements ;  and,  fvhether  the  balance 
sheet  supplied  to  the  Education  Depart- 
ment last  year  was  correct,  or  whether 
one  of  the  instalments  of  the  fee  grant 
was  omitted. 

Sir  J.  GORST :  I  have  no  information 
on  the  facts  alleged  in  the  first  three 
paragraphs.  The  practice  of  any  religious 
observance,  or  the  giving  of  religious 
instruction,  at  any  time  not  inserted  in  a 
time-table  approved  by  the  Education 
Department,  would  be  an  infringement 
of  Section  7  of  the  Elementary  Education 
Act,  1870  ;  the  Department  have  not  yet 
received  the  accounts  for  the  school  year 
just  ended,  and  therefore  cannot  say  how 
the  Aid  Grant  has  \yeen  spent ;  they  have 
no  reason  to  think  that  the  previous 
year's  balance  sheet  was  not  duly  pub- 
lished, or  that  it  was  incorrect ;  the  fee- 
grant  was  correctly  entered. 

Mr.  SAMUEL  SMITH :  Will  the  right 
honourable  Gentleman  make  inquiries  as 
to  the  truth  of  these  allegations  ? 

Sir  J.  GORST :  I  should  like  to  ex- 
plain that  the  Education  Department  have 
nothing  to  do  with  the  kind  of  religious 
instruction  given  in  schools.  All  they 
can  see  to  is  that  religious  instruction  is 
given  according  to  the  time  tables,  and 
that  those  parents  who  object  to  the 
religious  instruction  given  should  have 
the  opportunity  of  withdrawing  their 
children. 

Mr.  SAxMUEL  smith  :  Is  it  not  part 
of  the  duty  of  the  Education  Department 
to  ascertain  whether  children  are  marched 
to  church  during  hours  set  apart  for 
ordinary  secular  education  ? 

Sir  J.  GORST:  If  the  children  are 
taken  to  a  religious  service  during  hours 
which  are  devoted  to  secular  instniction 
that  would  be  an  infringement  of  the 
Education  Act,  and  that  the  Department 
would  take  notice  of. 

IRLSH  NATIONAL  ASSISTANT 
TEACHERS. 

Mr,  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.) :  I  W  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  whether  the  Com- 
missioners of  National  Education  on  any 
occasion  have   asked   to   have    provision 
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made  for  paying  assistant  teachers  in  Irish 
National  Schools  salaries  corresponding  to 
their  classification ;  and,  if  so,  what  has 
been  the  result  of  such  application. 

Mr.  G.  W.  BALFOUK  :  I  have  nothing 
to  add  to  my  reply  to  the  question  which 
the  honourable  Member  addressed  to  me 
on  this  subject  on  the  20th  February  last. 

HOURS  OF  LABOUR  IN  FRUIT 
PRESERVING  FACTORIES. 

Mr.  TALBOT  (Oxford  University) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  statements  quoted 
by  the  Chief  Inspector  of  Factories  and 
Workshops  for  1897  as  to  the  excessive 
hours  of  work  exacted  of  young  persons 
in  fruit  preserving,  especially  to  the 
passage  ''Complaints  reach  me  of  work 
continued  by  girls  of  13  and  upwards 
from  6  a.m.  until  midnight,  and  this  not 
only  on  five  but  on  six  days  in  the 
week  "  ;  and,  whether  he  will  consider  the 
expediency  of  removing  the  exemption  of 
this  particular  trade  from  the  operation  of 
the  Act  of  1895. 

♦Sir  M.  white  RIDLEY :  I  have  for 
some  time  been  fully  informed  of  the  long 
hours  worked  in  the  fruit-preserving 
industry.  As  I  stated  in  answer  to  a 
very  similar  question  a  few  days  ago,  I 
consider  that  legislation  in  this  matter  is 
desirable. 

LABOUR  IN  LAUNDRIES. 

Mr.  W.  F.  LAWRENCE  (Liverpool, 
Abercrombie) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
whether  he  purposes  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
amend  the  Factory  Acts;  and,  if  so, 
whether  it  will  deal  with  laundries,  or 
with  what  class  or  classes  of  labour  ? 

♦Sir  M.  white  RIDLEY :  I  have 
a  Bill  to  amend  certain  points  in  the 
Factory  Acts  ready  for  introduction  if 
opportunity  serves,  and  the  law  affecting 
laundries  is  one  of  the  matters  with 
which  I  should  like  to  deal.  But  I  am 
unable,  at  present,  to  say  how  much  it 
may  be  found  desirable  to  include  in  the 
Bill. 

CORK  COUNTY  COUNCIL  ELECTION. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  ABRAHAM  (Cork 
Co.,  N.E.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  if  he 


will  cause  further  inquiry  to  be  made  into 
the  alleged  refusal  by  Mr.  Foott,  J.P.,  to 
sign,  in  his  capacity  as  magistrate,  forms 
of  declaration  of  secrecy  in  connection 
with  the  recent  county  council  election 
for  Cork :  whether  he  is  aware  that,  on 
Monday  3rd  April,  on  two  occasions,  Mr. 
Foott  positively  refused  to  sign  declara- 
tions presented  to  him,  in  the  presence  of 
his  steward,  Mr.  Charles  Coleman,  by 
Mr.  Edward  Buckley,  agent  for  Mr. 
Thomas  Barnes,  a  candidate,  though  later 
on  the  same  day  Mr.  Foott  signed  a 
declaration  for  Mr.  William  Welsh,  agent 
for  Mr.  Newman,  another  candidate;  if 
the  returning  officer  to  whom  Mr.  Foott 
is  said  to  have  referred  Mr.  Buckley 
resides  at  Skibbereen,  80  miles  distant^  a 
fact  well  known  to  Mr.  Foott;  and 
whether  the  magistrate  acted  within  his 
right  in  refusing  to  perform  this  duty. 

Mr.  G.  W.  BALFOUR :  The  magistrate 
refused  to  sign  the  form  of  declara- 
tion referred  to  under  an  erroneous 
impression,  due  to  his  imperfect  under- 
standing of  the  document,  that  the 
declaration  was  not  in  proper  form,  and 
not  from  any  desire  to  evade  the  discharge 
of  his  duty,  or  for  the  purpose  of  causing 
inconvenience  to  any  oi  the  parties 
interested.  Under  these  circumstances 
he  cannot  be  held  to  have  violated  his 
duty.  When  Mr.  Newman's  election 
agent  asked  him  to  sign  a  similar  form  it  was 
fully  explained  that  it  was  one  that  should 
be  signed  by  him.  The  erroneous  im- 
pression which  he  had  at  first  formed  was 
thus  removed,  and  he  affixed  his  signature 
to  the  form  for  Mr.  Newman's  agent. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  ABRAHAM :  WiU  any 
action  be  taken  by  the  Lord  Chancellor 
to  see  that  this  magistrate  in  future  per- 
forms his  duty  without  fear  or  favour  ? 

Mr.  G.  W.  BA]^F0UR  :  It  was  not  a 
question  of  fear  or  favour.  The  magistrate, 
as  I  have  explained,  did  not  understand 
the  nature  of  the  document  submitted  to 
him.  It  may  have  been  stupidity  on  his 
part,  but  that  is  the  fact. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  ABRAHAM :  How  was 
it  that  a  few  hours  after  his  refusal  to  sign, 
he  found  himself  able  to  sign  a  simuar 
document  for  another  candidate  1 

Mr.  G.  W.   BALFOUR:   I  have  ex- 

Elained  that  it  was  fully  explained  to  him 
y  Mr.  Newman's  agent  that  the  docu- 
ment was  one  he  ought  to  sign. 
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EXPENDITURE  ON  CATTLE  DISEASE. 

Mr.  J.  HERBERT  LEWIS  (Flint 
Boroughs) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Agriculture,  what  was  the 
total  amount  received  from  the  Parlia- 
mentary Grant  and  the  Local  Taxation 
Account  respectively,  from  1894-5  to 
1898-9  inclusive,  to  meet  expenditure  in 
respect  of  cattle  pleuro  pheumonia,  foot- 
and-mouth  disease,  and  swine  fever; 
and,  what  was  the  net  expenditure 
incurred  during  the  same  period  on  pleuro- 
pneumonia, footnand-mouth  disease,  and 
swine  fever  respectively. 

*Mr.  long  :  The  total  receipts  from 
Parliamentary  Grants  and  the  Local 
Taxation  Accounts  towards  the  suppres- 
sion of  pleuro  -  pneumonia,  foot-and- 
mouth  disease  and  swine  fever  in  Great 
Britain  during  the  five  years,  1894-5  to 
1898-9,  inclusive,  amounted  in  the 
aggregate  to  £188,400  and  £510,000 
respectively.  The  net  expenditure  in- 
curred during  the  same  period  of  five 
years  was  £20,500  for  pleuro-pneumonia, 
£1,100  for  foot-and-mouth  disease,  and 
£724,000  for  swine  fever. 

TELEGRAPHIC   WITHDRAWALS  FROM 
THE  POST  OFFICE  SAVINGS  BANK. 

Mr.  WEIR :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury,  as  representing  the  Post- 
master General,  if  he  will  state  the 
number  of  withdrawals  by  telegraph  from 
the  Post  Office  Savings  Bank  for  the  year 
1898,  and  the  average  cost  to  the  de- 
positor of  each  such  withdrawal;  and, 
will  he  also  state  the  number  of  telegraph 
notices  of  withdrawal  for  payment  on  tne 
following  day,  and  the  average  cost  to  the 
depositor  of  each  such  telegraph  notice. 

A  JUNIOR  LORD  of  the  TREASURY 
(Mr.  Anstruthbr,  St.  Andrews  Univer- 
sity, for  Mr.  Hanbury)  :  The  number  of 
withdrawals  by  telegraph  from  the  Post 
Office  Savings  Bank  during  the  year  1898 
was  141,783,  and  the  average  cost  to  the 
depositor  of  each  such  withdrawal  was 
about  Is.  dd.  The  number  of  telegraph 
notices  of  withdrawal  for  payment  on  tne 
following  day  was  10,563,  and  the  avenge 
cost  to  the  depositor  of  each  such  tele- 
graph notice  was  about  9d. 

INVER  WATER  SUPPLY. 

Mr.  \VEIR:  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord 
Advocate,  whether  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  is  aware  that  the  Ck>unty  and 


Chief  District  Sanitary  Inspector  for  Ross 
and  Cromarty  states,  on  page  8  of  his 
Report  for  the  year  1898,  that  the  water 
supply  of  Inver  village,  in  the  narish  of 
Tain,  is  unsatisfactory ;  and,  will  he  say 
what  steps  it  is  proposed  to  take  with  a 
view  to  provide  the  village  with  pure 
water. 

♦Mr,  a.  graham  MURRAY :  I  am 
informed  by  the  Local  Government  Board 
that  the  annual  report  of  the  County 
Sanitary  Inspector  has  only  just  been  re- 
ceived by  them ;  and  that  the  Board,  in 
accordance  with  their  usual  procedure, 
are  in  communication  with  the  local 
authority  of  the  Easter  Ross  district  of 
the  county  regarding  the  water  supply  of 
Inver  village. 

RAILWAY  EXTENSION  IN  INDIA, 

Sir  JOHN  LENG  (Dundee) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India^  what 
is  the  estimated  total  amount  proposed  to 
be  contributed  towards  railway  extension 
by  the  independent  States  of  India  during 
the  current  year,  and  for  the  three  years 
covered  by  the  Indian  Government's  pro- 
gramme ;  what  is  the  aggregate  mileage 
that  will  be  constructed  firom  the  funds  of 
these  States  apart  from  the  proposed  line 
in  Kashmir ;  can  the  names  of  the  States 
thus  contributing  to  railway  extension  be 
given,  with  the  amounts  which  each  will 
contribute;  and,  on  what  terms  as  to 
interest,  acquisition  of  lands,  and  juris- 
diction are  these  railway  advances  made 
by  these  States,  and  are  the  princes  and 
chiefs  treated  with  as  free  agents  in  these 
transactions. 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  tor 
INDIA  (Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Middlesex, 
Ealing):  The  estimated  total  amount  to 
be  contributed  towards  railway  extension 
by  native  States  during  the  next  three 
years  is  5,800,000  tens  of  rupees,  includ- 
ing about  1,500,000  for  the  proposed 
Kashmir  line ;  and  the  aggregate  mileage 
under  construction  or  projected  as  a 
chaige  upon  these  funds  is  1,087  miles, 
or,  excluding  the  1 75  miles  of  the  Kash- 
mir  railway,  912  miles.  Roughly  speak- 
ing, about  a  thinl  of  each  of  these  totals 
may  be  allotted  to  each  of  the  next  three 
years.  The  names  of  the  contributing 
States,  besides  Kashmir,  are  Hyderabad 
Jodhpur,  Jeypur,  Gwalior,  Mysore,  Oodey- 
pur,  Bickanir,  Rewa,  and  Rajpipla.  The 
terms  and  conditions  vary  in  each  case. 


43 


Largan 


{COMMONS} 


Post  Office, 


44 


PENALTIES   ON   NAVAL   CONTRACTS. 

Mr.  J.  HERBERT  LEWIS :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  in 
how  many  cases  were  penalties  incurred 
for  delay  in  the  fulfilment  of  Naval  con- 
tracts; what  was  the  total  amount  of 
such  penalties  during  the  year  ending 
the  31st  March,  1899 ;  in  how  many  cases 
were  penalties  enforced;  and  what  was 
the  total  amount  of  such  penalties. 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  AD- 
MIRALTY (Mr.  W.  K  Macartney, 
Antrim,  S.):  During  the  year  ended  3l8t 
March  last  potential  penalties  were  in- 
c,urred  in  115  cases  by  contractors  for 
shipbuilding,  armaments,  gun  mountings, 
and  yard  machinery,  to  the  amount  of 
£223,989,  and  penalties  to  the  extent  of 
£65  were  enforced  in  two  cases. 

INDIAN   SUGAR  DUTY  PAPERS. 

Mr.  J.  M.  MACLEAN  (CardiflF) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
when  the  Indian  Sugar  Duty  Papers, 
which  were  stated  a  month  ago  to  be  in 
the  printer's  hands,  will  be  distributed 
among  Members. 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON:  I  am  in- 
formed that  copies  will  reach  the  House 
i^his  evening. 

Mr.  J.  M.  MACLEAN :  Is  the  noble 
Lord  in  a  position  to  redeem  the  promise 
made  before  Easter  that  we  shall  have  a 
day  for  the  discussion  of  the  Papers  1 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON:  I  made  no 
promise. 

Mr.  J.  M.  MACLEAN :  The  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  did. 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON:  What  I 
told  my  honourable  friend  was  that  he 
had  better  ask  tiie  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury.  I  can  assure  my  honourable 
friend  that  I  should  be  delighted  to  dis- 
cuss the  question. 

Mr.  J.  M.  MACLEAN :  Will  the  noble 
Lord  communicate  with  the  First  Lord  t 
He  has  much  more  influence  with  him 
than  I  have. 

MINISTERS  OF    RELIGION   AND  THE 

LAND  TAX. 

Sir  POWLETT  MILBANK  (Radnor) : 
I  beg  to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer    whether     property     held    by 


trustees  for  the  benefit  of  a  minister  o! 
religion,  whose  income  from  all  sources 
is  under  £160  per  annum,  is  entitled  to 
relief  for  Land  Tax  under  the  Finance 
Act  of  last  year. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  M.  Hicks-Beach, 
Bristol,  W.) :  The  answer  is  in  the  affirma- 
tive, if  the  minister  is,  by  the  instrument 
under  which  the  lands  are  held,  con- 
stituted the  owner  in  possession  of  the 
rents  and  profits ;  otherwise  the  property 
would  not  be  entitled  to  relief.  If  the 
honourable  Member  will  give  the  particu- 
lars of  any  case  in  which  he  is  interested 
I  will  cause  inquiry  to  be  made  as  to  the 
minister's  claim  to  relief. 


IRISH  MAIL  SERVICE. 

Mr.  M^GHEE  (Louth,  S^ :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  as 
representing  the  Postmaster  General, 
whether  he  will  now  state  the  difference 
in  time  in  the  departure  of  the  Irish  mail 
train  from  Euston  Station  to  Holyhead 
from  what  it  formerly  was,  when  the  present 
time  for  posting  letters  from  the  House 
of  Commons  for  Ireland  was  first  fixed; 
and  if  he  will  explain  why  Members  of 
Parliament  derive  no  advantage  by  the 
later  departure  of  the  Irish  mail  train 
from  London ;  and,  if  he  will  make  inquiry 
with  the  view  of  extending  the  time  for 
posting  letters  to  Ireland  from  the  House 
of  Commons. 

Mr.  ANSTRUTHER  (for  Mr.  Han- 
bury)  :  The  difference  in  time  in  the 
Irish  mail  train  from  Euston  Station  to 
Holyhead  is  25  minutes,  that  is,  the 
departure  is  at  8.45  p.m.  instead  of  8.20 
p.m.,  but  the  difference  for  mail  purposes 
IS  only  15  minutes,  as  the  Scotch  mail 
train  at  8.30  p.nL  formerly  carried  the 
Irish  mails  as  far  as  Crewe,  where  it 
overtook  the  Irish  mail  train.  The  reason 
why  the  time  of  posting  Irish  letters  at 
the  House  of  Commons  has  not  been  ex- 
tended was  explained  to  the  honourable 
Member  in  reply  to  a  former  Question 
on  the  9th  March. 


LUROAN  POST  OFFICE. 

Mr.  M'GHEE:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  as  representing 
the  Postmaster  General,  with  reference  to 
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the  proposed  erection  of  a  new  post 
office  at  Lurgan,  whether  the  site  has  yet 
been  secured ;  and,  if  so,  in  what  part  of 
the  town,  and  at  what  price ;  if  ne  can 
state  when  the  work  will  be  commenced, 
and  within  what  time  it-  is  expected  to 
be  finished ;  and,  whether  he  can  give  any 
estimate  of  the  probable  cost  of  the  build- 
ing. 

Ma  ANSTRUTHER  (for  Mr.  Han- 
bury)  :  Neither  of  the  two  sites  which 
have  been  under  consideration  has  yet 
been  secured  for  a  new  post  office  at 
Lurgan.  Owing  largely  to  the  high 
prices  asked  for  the  sites,  the  estimated 
cost  for  site  and  building  under  either  of 
the  two  schemes  is  so  much  in  excess  of 
the  amount  which  the  business  would 
warrant  that  it  has  been  necessary  to 
consider  very  carefully  how  the  expense 
can  be  reduced,  and  this  question  is  still 
under  examination. 

IMPERIAL  EXPENDITURE. 

Mr,  JOSEPH  A.  PEASE  (Northum- 
berland, Tyneside) :  I  beg  to  ask  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  what  is  the 
amount  of  the  estimated  payments  to  the 
Local  Taxation  Accounts  from  Imperial 
Revenue  for  the  year  ending  31st  March 
1900  ;  what  is  the  estimated  expenditure 
&t>m  Surplus  Revenue,  1895-6,  for  naval 
works  for  the  year  ending  31  st  March 
1900 ;  what  is  the  estimated  expenditure 
from  Surplus  Revenue,  1 897-8,  for  Military 
Works  for  the  year  ending  31st  March 
1900 ;  what  is  the  estimated  expenditure 
from  borrowed  money  during  the  year 
ending  31st  March  1900  under  The 
Barracks  Act,  1890,  Naval  Works  Acts, 
Uganda  Railway  Act,  1896,  and  Telegraph 
Acts,  1892,  &c. ;  and,  what  is  the  esti- 
mated gross  total  of  Imperial  Expenditure 
for  1899-1900. 

♦Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH:  For  the  year 
ending  31st  March,  1900, 
the  Estimated  Payments 
from  Imperial  Revenue 
to  Local  Taxation  Ac- 
counts are 

The  Estimated  Expen- 
diture from  Surplus 
Revenue,  1895-96,  for 
Naval  Works  is    ...     . 

The  Estimated  Expen- 
diture from  Surplus 
Revenue,  1896-97,  for 
Military  Works  is     .     .     » 


£ 

9,393,000 


768,000 


1,100,000 


The  Estimated  Expen- 
diture from  borrowed 
money  is : 

Under  the  Bar-        £ 
racks  Act,   1890,    195,000 
Under  the  Naval 
Works  Acts    .     .   982,000 
Underthe  Uganda 
Railway  Act,  1896   900,000 
Under   the  Tele- 
graph Acts,  1892, 
&c 500,000 


These  figures  added  to 
the  Estimated  Expenditure, 
as  shown  in  my  Financial 
Statement,  of 

make  a  total  of     .     .     . 


2,577,000 


110,927,000 
£124,765,000 


Mr.  J.  A.  PEASE :  Does  this  include 
anything  for  Supplementary  Votes  ? 

*SiR  M.  HICKS-BEACH:  It  is  quite 
impossible  to  make  an  estimate  of  the 
Supplementary  Votes  until  they  are 
agreed  to,  but  perhaps  I  may  say  that  the 
estimates  of  the  expenditure  on  naval 
and  military  works  are  always  fallacious. 
No  one  can  tell  how  much  will  be 
expended. 


SCHOOL    ATTENDANCE    IN 
SCOTLAND. 

♦Mr.  CALDWELL  (Lanark,  Mid) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate,  if  he  can 
explain  how  that  in  the  Return  just  issued 
''  Schools  (Scotland)  Number  of  Scholars, 
&c."  there  is  given  in  the  summary  as 
the  actual  average  attendance  for  the  year 
ended  on  30th  September  1897,  609,061, 
whilst  in  Return  [C.  9,263]  the  average 
number  of  scholars  in  attendance  on  the 
Annual  Grant  List  is  given  as  611,205, 
and  for  the  inspected  schools  as  605,776 
for  the  same  year ;  similarly,  as  regards 
the  number  of  scholars  on  the  Register, 
721,588,  as  compared  with  724,268  on 
the  Annual  Grant  List,  and  717,747  on 
the  registers  of  inspected  schools;  and, 
whether  any  and  what  number  of  scholars 
are  included  in  the  609,061  and  721,588 
respectively  as  being  the  number  of 
children  for  whom  additional  attendances 
were  allowed  in  respect  of  Article  23  (b) 
1  (a)  and  Article  23  (b)  1  (b)  of  the  Code. 
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♦Mr.  a.  GKAHAM  MURRAY :  The 
honourable  Member's  figures  are  correct, 
except  that  he  has  mven  certain  figures  for 
1897  which  properly  belong  to  1898.  It  is 
true  that  the  slight  discrepancy  pointed 
out  exists,  but  it  is  unavoidable.  The 
Department  is  unable  to  give  the  particu- 
lars in  the  first-named  Return  with  respect 
to  all  Schools  on  the  Annual  Grant  List, 
because  some  of  these  schools  had  not 
been  on  the  List  for  a  year,  and  the 
statistics  were  therefore  incomplete.  On 
the  other  hand,  in  order  to  make  the 
Return  more  aoeurate,  it  did  not  follow 
strictly  the  numbers  of 'inspected  schools. 
Had  it  done  so,  it  would  have  included 
schools  inspected  twice,  and  omitted 
others  paid  without  inspection.  The 
totals  given  in  the  last  paragraph  include 
the  children  for  whom  admtional  atten- 
dances were  allowed,  but  do  not  include 

the  attendances  so  allowed. 

/ 

ARREST    OF   A    HULL    TRAWLER 
BY    A    DANISH    GUNBOAT. 

Mr.  doughty  (Great  Grimsby) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  ^6f 'fetate 
for  Foreign  Affairs,  whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  steam  trawler  "Fulmar,"  of  Hull, 
was  arrested  by  a  Danish  gunboat  on  the 
9th  of  April  last  while  fishing  along  with 
the  steam  trawler  "  Euphrates,"  of  Hull, 
off  Ridckcanaes,  Iceland,  Reckcanaes  bear- 
infi;  S.S.E.  about  10  miles  distant ; 
whether  he  has  received  a  sworn  state- 
ment from  the  captain  of  the  "  Euphrates  " 
that  the  "Fulmar"  was  between  five  and 
six  miles  from  the  nearest  point  of  land 
when  arrested;  that  the  captain  was 
transferred  to  the  gunboat ;  that  he 
asked  the  commander  to  take  the  bear- 
ings, urging  that  he  was  between  five  and 
six  miles  from  the  land,  but  was  told  to 
mind  his  own  business  and  await  his  trial; 
that  on  arriving  at  Reckevek  a  court  was 
formed  on  board  the  gunboat,  consisting 
of  the  sheriff,  the  consul,  the  commander, 
and  two  officers;  that  the  captain  strongly 
denied  having  broken  any  law,  and  when 
he  appealed  to  the  English  consul  was 
told  that  the  commander  and  his  mates 
must  be  upheld;  that  he  further  states 
that  he  was  coerced  to  sim  certain  papers, 
being  told  by  the  Enslidi  consul  that  he 
must  sign  or  not  be  able  to  get  his  vessel 
away;  that  he  was  fined  £56,  his  gear 
and  200  fathoms  of  steel  warp  was  re- 
moved, and  the  whole  of  his  cargo,  valued 
at  £500,  was  confiscated ;  that  the  loss  to 
the  owners  is  estimated  at  £800;  whether, 


seeing  that  Captain  Rickell  has  been 
master  of  vessels  for  his  present  employers 
for  28  years,  and  never  before  been  charged 
for  any  ofience  against  the  law,  he  can 
state  what  course  Jder  Majesty's  Grovem- 
ment  intend  to  take  in  this  case ;  and, 
what  action  they  propose  to  prevent  the 
destruction  of  British  fishing  interests  in 
these  waters.    • 

♦Mr.  BRODRICK:  Her  Majest/s 
Qovemment  have  brought  this  and  other 
cases  to  the  notice  of  the  Banish  Govern- 
ment and  the  whole  of  the  facta  will  be 
carefully  investigated.  We  have  sent  a 
ship  to  the  spot  tor  the  purpose. 

PRISON  RULES. 

Mr.  NUSSEY  (Pontefract) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  whether,  under  The  Prisons 
Act  1898,  and  the  Rules  made  thereunder, 
persons  committed  for  non-payment  of 
arrears  due  under  orders  in  bastardy,  or 
arrears  made  under  The  Summary  J  uris- 
dietnon  (Married  Women)*  Actj  1895,  are 
entitled  to  be  treated  as  debtors  and  not 
placed  in  association  with  crimimJ 
prisoners;  whether,  under  Section  54  of 
The  Summary  Jurisdiction  Act,  187^, 
persons  imprisoned  for  non-payment  of 
such  sums  have  not  been  hitherto  treated 
as  ordinary  criminal  prisoners,  and  oom- 
polled  to  wear  the  prison  dress ;  and, 
whether,  if  persons  so  imprisoned  are  not 
now  entitled  to  be  treated  as  debtors,  the 
court  may  give  directions  as  to  the 
division  in  which  they  shall  be  placed 
under  Section  6,  Sub-section  (2),  which 
relates  only  to  persons  convicted  by  any 
court  of  an  ofience,  and  sentenced  to  im- 
prisonment without  hard  labour. 

♦Sir  M.  white  RIDLEY :  The  answer 
to  the  first  two  paragraphs  is  in  the  afiir- 
mative,  and  consequently  no  answer  is 
required  to  the  third. 

Mr.  NUSSEY:  Were  persons  thus 
imprisoned  treated  as  ordinary  criminals 
and  made  to  wear  prison  clothes  1 

♦Sir  M.  WHITE  RIDLEY :  Yes. 

.  Mr.  NUSSEY :  I  bee  to  ask  the  Sec- 
retarv  of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
whether,  by  Section  9  of  The  Prisons  Act, 
1898,  as  to  the  release  of  a  prisoner  on 
pavment  of  a  portion  of  a  fine,  and  the 
rules  made  thereunder,  any  provision  is 
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made,  similar  to  that  contained  in  Section 
21,  Sub-eection  (4)  of  The  Summary  Juris- 
diction Act,  1879,  in  respect  to  payments 
prior   to  committal,    that    the    term  of 
imprisonment    for    non-payment    of    an 
unsatisfied  balance,  shall  not  exceed  the 
maximum  term  of  imprisonment  to  which 
the  prisoner  might  have  been  subjected  if 
the  unsatisfied  balance  had  constituted  the 
original  amount  adjudged  to  be  paid  by 
the    conviction,   e.^.,  ii    the    defendant, 
ordered  to  pay  a  fine  of  £5  and  5«.  for 
costs,  or  in  default  two  months'  imprison- 
ment, pay  to  the  governor  of  the  prison 
5s.,   will  the  term  of  imprisonment  be 
reduced  by  three  days  or  by  one  month ; 
and,  whether  the  provisions  of  Section  9 
extend  to  the  case  of  a  person  imprisoned 
for  non-payment  of  any  sum  adjudged  to 
be  paid  by  an  order  (as  distinguished  from 
a  conviction)  either  when  the  sum  is  a 
civil  debt  or  otherwise,  and  whether  the 
sum    adjudged    be    for  penalties  under 
Section  34  of  The  Summary  Jurisdiction 
Act,  1879,  or  otherwise  for  costs  only.- 

Sir  M.  white  RIDLEY :  The  answer 
to  both  paragraphs  is  in  the  negative. 
Seduction  of  imprisonment  is  earned  by 
payment  after  committal  of  a  proportionate 
part  of  the  sum  for  which  the  prisoner 
stands  committed,  whether  or  not  the 
committal  has  been  altered  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Summary  Jurisdiction 
Act  referred  to. 

THE  POST  OFFICE  SAVINGS  BANK. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  (East  Aberdeen- 
shire): I  beg  to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  what  are  the  sums  that  have 
been  voted  by  Parliament  in  successive 
years  to  make  good  the  deficiencies  on  the 
rost  Office  Savings  Bank  account ;  and, 
what  would  be  the  estimated  annual 
saving  to  the  State  if  the  interest  on 
deposits  in  Post  Office  Savings  Banks 
were  reduced  from  two  and  a  half  per 
cent,  to  two  per  cent. 

Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  :  Three  sums 
have  been  voted  by  Parliament  to  make 
^ood  deficiencies  on  the  Post  Office  Sav- 
ings Bank  account,  namely : 

£ 
In  the  year  1896-7    -      3,791 
.    In  the  year  1897-8    -     11,702 
In  the  year  1898-9    -      9,674 
The  reduction  of  interest  on  deposits  in 
the  Post  Office  Savings  Banks  m>m  two 
and  a-half  to  two  per  cent,  would  of  course 


be  equivalent  to  a  reduction  of  the  amount 
of  interest  by  one-fifth.  The  estimated 
amount  of  interest  for  the  ^ear  1 898  at  two 
and  a-half  per  cent,  was,  m  round  figures, 
£2,841,000  ;  at  two  per  cent,  the  amount 
would  be  £2,273,000,  a  saving  in  respect 
of  that  year  of  £568,000. 

THE    TRANSVAAL. 

Mr.  BRYN  ROBERTS  (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretai^ 
of  State  for  the  Colonies,  whether  he  ib 
aware  that  the  correspondence  with  the 
South  African  Republic  as  to  the  dyna- 
mite concession  has  been  published  in  the 
Transvaal;  and,  whether  he  can  state 
when  it  will  be  in  the  hands  of  Mem- 
bers. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  tor 
THE  COLONIES  (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain, 
Birmingham,  W.) :  The  answer  to  the. 
first  question  is  in  the  affirmative.  As  to 
the  second,.  I  have  to  say  that  the  corre- 
spondence will  be  laid  on  the  Table  at 
once. 

Mr.  BRYN  ROBERTS :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
whether  he  will  state  which  Article  of 
the  London  Convention  with  the  South 
African  Republic  is  conthivened  by  the 
dynamite  concession. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN:  Article  14. 

Dr.  CLARK  ^Caithness) :  Is  the  rieht 
honourable  Gentleman  aware  of  the  met 
that  the  concession  was  granted  two  years 
before  the  Convention  7 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN:  Perhaps 
the  honourable  Member  will  put  the 
question  down  on  the  Paper. 

FRANCE    AND    NEWFOUNDLAND. 

Ma  J.  HERBERT  ROBERTS:  I  b^ 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  whether  he  will,  at  an  early  date» 
make  a  statement  to  Parliament  as  to  the 
present  position  of  questions  relating  to 
the  French  shore  of  the  Newfoundland 
coast;  whether  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  the  unsatisfactory  conditions 
imposed  by  existing  Treaties  between  this 
country  and  France  upon  the  fishing  and 
other  industries  of  our  fellow  subjects  in 
that  colony,  and  to  the  consequent  serious 
injury  caused  to  their  trading  operations ; 
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and,  whether,  in  view  of  the  disposition 
now  shown  by  the  French  authorities  to 
reconsider  the  bearing  of  these  Treaties, 
he  will  state  whether  the  Grovemment 
are  taking  stepe  to  secure  the  readjust- 
ment of  onr  relations  with  France  in 
respect  to  these  Treaties. 

.  Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN :  I  am  not  in 
a  position  to  make  any  statement  respect- 
ing the  question  of  the  French  Treaty 
rights  affecting  part  of  the  shore  of  New- 
foundland, except  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  now  under  their  con^ 
sideration  the  report  of  a  Commission 
appointed  last  autumn  to  inquire  into  the 
matter. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn  Regis) : 
WiU  that  be  laid  on  the  Table  ? 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN:  I  cannot 
say  at  present. 

LEGISLATIVE  COUNCIL  OF  JAMAICA. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
whether  it  was  by  direction  of  the  Co- 
lonial Office,  or  with  its  assent,  that  the 
Governor  of  Jamaica  recently  created 
additional  nominated  members  of  the 
Legislative  Council,  so  as  to  outnumber 
the  elected  members ;  and,  whether,  in 
consequence  of  the  opposition  in  the 
Colony,  these  appointments  were  subse- 
quently withdrawn. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN :  I  instructed 
the  Gk)vernor  to  take  whatever  steps  were 
necessary  to  secure  the  First  Readmg  of  a 
new  Tariff  Bill.  To  carry  out  those 
instructions  he  appointed  additional  mem- 
bers of  Council,  and  I  approved  his  action 
in  doing  so.  He  subsequently  informed 
me  that  on  the  distinct  assurance  of  the 
elected  members  of  Council  that  they 
would  co-operate  in  passing  a  tariff  law, 
he  had  allowed  the  aaditiomki  members  to 
resign. 

SAFE    CUSTODY   OF   ARCHIVES   AND 

RECORDS. 

Mr.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.):  I  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
whether  the  attention  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  has  been  called  to  the  in- 
sufficient provision  now  made  by  law  for 
the  custody  and  protection  of  local 
archives  and  records,  ecclesiastical  and 
civil,  and  to  the  consequent  injury  or  loss 


of   many  documents  of   public    interest 
and  permanent  value,  as  well  as  to  the 
difficulty  of  ascertaining  in  what  keeping 
many   such   archives   or  recoitls  are,  so 
that  they  may  be  consulted  for  historical 
or  administrative  purposes  and,  whether 
the  Government  will  advise  Her  Majesty 
to  take  steps,  by  the  appointment  of  a 
Royal  Commission  or  otherwise,  to  have 
a  full  inquiry  made  into  the  present  con- 
dition of  such  archives  and  records  and 
into  the  best  means  of  making  a  public 
provision    for    their    safe    keeping,   and 
generally     of     rendering     them     more 
accessible  and   available   for  study  than 
they  are  at  present. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester, 
K) :  The  Gk)vernment  will  gladly  consider 
the  subject  of  the  Question,  and  inquiry 
shall  be  made  as  suggested  in  the  last 
paragraph.  There  seems  to  be  a  great 
deal  to  be  said  -for  the  proposal,  but, 
from  such  consideration  as  I  have  been 
able  to  give  to  the  matter,  I  have  been 
forced  to  the  conclusion  that  the  responsi- 
bility for  preserving  and  indexing  this 
voluminous  mass  of  materials  could  never 
be  undertaken  by  a  Government  Depart- 
ment. 

DIPLOMACY    IN    SOUTH    AFRICA. 

Mr.  BRYN  ROBERTS :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  whether, 
seeing  that  Her  Majesty  carries  on  her 
diplomatic  intercourse  with  all  other 
Republics  through  the  Foreign  Office,  he 
wiU  explain  why  a  difference  is  made  in 
the  cases  of  the  South  African  Republic 
and  the  Orange.  Free  State  ;  and,  whether, 
on  various  occasions,  these  States  have 
protested  against  the  present  system,  and 
have  expressed  a  desire  to  be  in  communi- 
cation with  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  understand 
that  no  protests  have  been  made  against 
the  present  system  during  the  last  twenty 
years,  and  Her  Majesty's  Government 
see  no  reason  to  change  that  system, 
which  is  founded  on  considerations  of 
convenience  and  public  policy. 

WORKMEN'S    TRAINS     FROM    FEN- 
CHURCH  STREET. 

Mr.  LOUGH  (Islincton,  W.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  President  of  the  Boara  of  Trade, 
whether  he  is  now  able  to  announce  the 
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decision  of  Sir  Francis  Marindin,  in  the 
case  of  the  London  Reform  Union  against 
the  London  Tilburv,  and  Southend  Hail- 
way  Company,  for  an  improved  service  of 
workmen's  trains  at  a  later  hour  and  at 
lower  fares  between  Barking  and  inter- 
mediate stations  and  Fenchurch  Street. 

The   president   of  thb  BOARD 
OF  AGRICULTURE  (for  Mr.  Ritchie)  : , 
Sir   F.    Marindin   recommends   that  tnc 
Company  should  be  recjuired  to  run  three 
additional  workmen's  trains  from  Barking,  ! 
starting  one  at  about  6.30  and  two  between  ■ 
seven  and  eight  o'clock,  at  the  present  | 
fares  for  workmen  ;  the  local  fare  between  | 
Barking  and  Bromley  to  be  reduced.  The  ' 
Board  of   Trade   will  communicate  with 
the  Company  as  to  the  exact  times  at 
which  the  trains  should  be  run. 

VACCINATION    OF    INFANTS. 

Mr,  CHANNING  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
whether  he  has  received  any  communica- 
tions, and,  if  so,  to  what  effect,  from  the 
authorities  of  Queen  Charlotte's  Hospital, 
the  St.  Pancras  Workhouse,  and  other 
similar  institutions  to  whom  he  has  made 
representations,  that  the  vaccination  of 
infants  within  a  few  days  of  birth  is  un- 
desirable and  should  be  discontinued. 

The  secretary  to  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  T.  W. 
Russell,  Tyrone,  S.) :  The  Local  Govern 
ment  Board  has  been  in  further  communi- 
cation with  the  authoritiea  of  Queen 
Charlotte's  Hospital  with  the  view  of 
giving  effect  to  the  views  already  ex- 
pressed by  the  Board,  but  it  has  not  been 
deemed  necessary  to  make  any  further 
communication  to  the  other  authorities 
referred  to. 

HONG-KONG  CABLE  AGREEMENTS. 

Mr.  PROVAND  (Glasgow,  Black- 
friars)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  whether  an  Agree- 
ment was  made  on  the  28th  October 
1893,  between  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  of  the  one  part  and  the 
Eastern  Extension,  Australasia,  and  China 
Telegraph  Company,  Limited,  of  the 
other  part,  for  laying  a  second  submarine 
telegraph  cable  between  Singapore  and 
Hong-kong;  whether  this  agreement 
secured  the  Company  against  competition 
and  placed  them  in  possession  of  a  prefe- 
rential right  to  any  future  contract  or  con- 
cession for  laying  further  cables  between 


Singapore  and  Hong-kong  for  a  term  of 
25  years ;  and,  whether  such  Agreement 
was  ever  presented  to  Parliament ;  if  not, 
will  he  state  the  reason  why  ? 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN :  An  Agree- 
ment  was  made  on  the  26th  of  October 
1893,  between  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  and  the  Eastern  Extension, 
Australasia,  and  China  Telegraph  Com- 
pany, for  the  lapng  and  maintaining  for 
25  yeai*s,  at  their  own  cost,  by  the  Com- 
pany, of  a  second  submarine  telegraph 
cable  connecting  Singapore,  Labuan,  and 
Hong-kong.  2.  The  Agreement  contains 
the  following  Article  : — 

"  Article  4.  In  consideration  of  the  engage- 
ments entered  into  by  the  Company  in 
this  Agreement,  and  of  the  strict  fulfilment 
thereof,  Her  Majesty's  Government  undertakes 
to  secure  the  Company  against  competition  to 


permit  to  be  granted,  any  concession  or 
authority  for  lavmj^  any  new  submarine  cables 
connected  witn  Hong-kong,  Singapore,  or 
Labuan  (whether  in  competition  with  the 
cables  of  the  Company  or  not)  unless  such  new 
cables  should,  in  tiie  opinion  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  be  found  necessary  in  the  pulJiic 
interest  of  Great  Britain,  Bfong-kong,  the 
StraitA  Settlements  or  Labuan,  or  in  the 
general  interests  of  international  telegraphic 
communication.  Provided  always,  that  if  it 
shall  be  decided  that  new  cables  are  to  be  laid 
the  Company  shall,  all  things  being  equal, 
have  the  preferential  right  to  the  contract  or 
concession  for  laying  the  same.  Provided  that 
this  Article  shall  not  prevent  the  Great 
Northern  Company  from  repairing,  renewing, 
or  replacing  any  submarine  cable  connected 
with  Hong-kong,  and  shall  not  prejudice  or 
affect  the  existing  rights  of  that  Company. 

3.  The  Agreement  was  not  presented 
to  Parliament,  as  it  imposed  no  charge  on 
the  public  revenue. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Sir  H.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling  Burghs) :  I  wish  to  ask  the 
usual  question  as  to  the  nature  of  the 
Supply  to  be  taken  on  Friday. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR ;  I  quite  recog- 
nise that  this  is  a  usual  question  for 
Monday,  but  I  am  rather  in  a  difficulty, 
owing  to  the  absence,  through  indisposi- 
tion, of  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury. 
Perhaps  I  may  be  aUowed  to  defer  my 
answer  till  to-morrow. 

Mr.   J.  LOWTHER  (Kent,  Thanet) 
(Vhat  about  the  Finance  Bill  ? 

IdR,  A,  J.  BALFOUR :  Thursday. 


Captain  BETHELL  (York,  W.  R, 
Holdemess) :  May  I  ask  the  right  honour- 
able Gentleman  the  Colonial  Secretary, 
whether  he  has  any  information  of  the 
existence  of  a  so-called  crisis  in  the  Trans- 
vaal, as  there  has  been  a  somewhat  alarm- 
ing crop  of  rumours  attributing  all  sorts 
of  designs  to  him  in  some  cases. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN:  No,  sir;  I 
do  not  think  it  necessary  to  take  notice 
of  all  the  rumours  which  are  published 
with  regard  to  the  Transvaal. 
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REPORTED  CRISIS  IN  THE  it  will  hardly  be  necessary  at  this  stage  to 

TRANSVAAL.  qQq^  j^ny  vindication  of  its  general  policy. 

I  will  content  myself  with  a  concise 
statement  of  its  principal  provisionB, 
especially  of  those  in  which  it  differs  from 
our  former  proposals.  So  far  as  ooncenia 
the  transfer  to  the  new  Department  of 
existing  (Governmental  functions,  the  Bill 
closely  resembles  its  predecessor.  But  to 
the  powers  and  duties  formerly  proposed 
to  be  transferred  are  added  those  of  the 
fishery  inspectors,  and  also  most  of  the 
functions  exercised  in  Ireland  by  the 
Science  and  Art  Department.  As  regards 
the  machinery  and  fimds  for  canying 
out  the  work  of  aiding  and  developing 
agricidture  and  other  industries  on  the 
lines  of  the  Congested  Districts  Board, 
considerable  changes  have  been  intro- 
duced, while  the  corresponding  provisions 
with  respect  to  technical  instruction  are 
of  course  new.  The  executive  and  ad- 
ministrative authority  for  these  pur^ioses 
will  be  the  Department,  and  there  will  be 
placed  at  its  disposal,  in  addition  to  the 
moneys  annually  voted  by  Parliament  for 
the  discharge  of  its  other  functions,  a 
total  income  of  between  £160,000  and 
£170,000  a  year  for  aiding  and  encour- 
aging agriculture  and  other  industries  and 
technical  instruction.  The  chief  sources 
from  which  this  income  will  be  derived 
are  as  follows : — In  the  first  place,  there 
will  be  transferred  to  the  Department  the 
annual  sum  of  £78,000  now  paid  to  the 
Commissioners  of  National  Education  out 
of  the  beer  and  spirit  money.  This  is  a 
contribution  from  the  Imperial  Ex- 
chequer, inasmuch  as  the  loss  to  the 
Commissioners  of  Education  will,  of 
course,  have  to  be  made  good  out  of  voted 
money.  In  the  second  place,  the  Depart- 
ment is  to  be  made  the  residuary  legatee 
of  the  Insh  Church  Fund.  The  amount 
which  will  remain  available  from  this 
source,  after  the  other  claims  on  the  fund 
have  been  met,  cannot  be  calculated  with 
absolute  certainty  or  exactness ;  but  from 
the  year  1901  I  estimate  it  at  an  annual 
sum  of  £70,000,  or  thereabouts,  for  many 
years  to  come,  and  it  is  quite  possible  that 
the  fund  may  be  able  to  afford  this  sum 
in  perpetuity.  To  the  £78,000  from  the 
beer  and  spirit  money,  and  the  £70,000 
from  the  Church  Fund,  there  is  further 
added  £12,000  a  year,  representing  the 
savings  efifected  under  the  Judicature  Act 
of  1897,  and  £6,000  a  year  out  of  voted 
money,  most  of  which  latter  sum  repre- 
sents the  present  cost  to  the  State  of  the 


The  chief  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND  (Mr.  G.  W.  Balfour,  Leeds, 
Central) :  I  beg  to  ask  leave  to  introduce 
a  Bill  "  for  establishing  a  Department  of 
Agriculture  and  other  Industries  and 
Technical  Instruction  in  Ireland,  and  for 
other  purposes  connected  therewith."  It 
will  be  within  the  recollection  of  the 
House  that  I  introduced  a  Bill  two  years 
ago  for  establishing  a  Department  and 
Board  of  Agriculture  and  Industries  in 
Ireland.  The  Bill  was  subsequently 
withdrawn,  upon  the  announcement  of 
our  intention  to  deal  in  the  first  place 
with  the  larger  question  of  Local  Govern- 
ment. But  the  policy  was  not  aban- 
doned, only  postponed.  The  present  Bill 
covers,  broadly  speaking,  the  same 
^ound,  and  something  more.  Its  object 
IS  threefold  :  First,  to  concentrate  in  one 
Department,  which  shall  be  directly  re- 
sponsible to  Parliament,  through  the 
Chief  Secretary  as  its  President,  and  a 
new  Parliamentary  officer  as  its  Vice- 
President,  the  functions  already  per- 
formed by  Government  in  connection 
with  amculture  in  Ireland,  but  at  pre- 
sent distributed  among  five  or  six 
different  Departments ;  secondly,  to  pro- 
vide machinery  and  funds  for  carrying 
out  in  other  parts  of  Ireland  a  work 
analogous  to  that  carried  out  in  the  con- 
gested districts  by  the  Congested  Dis- 
tricts Board-;  thiraly  (and  in  this  respect 
the  Bill  breaks  fresh  ground),  to  provide 
machinery  and  funds  for  promoting 
technical  instruction  in  relation  to  indus- 
tries of  an  urban  character  in  Ireland. 
In  asking  leave  to  introduce  the  measure, 


57       AgrkuUure  amd  Technical        {8  May  1899}         InstntcUtm  (Irehmd)  Bitt.      58 


Albert  !4.gricultural  Department  at  Glae- 
nevin  and  the  Munster  Dairy  School  and 
Agricultural  Institute.     This  makes  in  all 
an  income  of  £166,000  a  year.    There 
will  also  be  available  for  the  purposes  of 
the  Department  a  capital  sum  made  up 
chiefly  from  the  residue  of  moneys  paid 
to  the  Local  Taxation  Account,  under  the 
Estate  Duty  Act  of  1896,  the  amount  of 
which  cannot  be  determined  at  present, 
although  I  should  hope  it  would  not  be 
less  than  £100,000.     The  executive  and 
administrative  authority    in    connection 
with  the  application  of  these  mo];ieys  is, 
as  I  have  said,  vested  in  the  Department. 
The  Department  may,  however,  use  any 
public  body,  as  defined  in  the  Bill  (and 
the  definition  is  a  wide  one)  as  its  in- 
stnmient    or    agent    for    this    purpose. 
Moreover,  it  is  not  to  be  inferred  that  it 
will  have  a  free  hand  in  the  spending  of 
the  money.     In  the  first  place,  a  definite 
sum  of  £55,000,  or  about  one-third  of  the 
whole,  is  allocated  to  technical  instruction 
of  an  urban  character,  and  the  portion  of 
this  allotted  tocounty  boroughs  will  be 
administered    by    the    local    authorities 
themselves,  snbject  to  the  approval  of  the 
Department ;  £10,000  a  year  is  allocated 
to    purposes    connected     with    the    sea 
fisheries,  nnd  the  remainder  to  agriculture 
and  other  industries  of  a  rural  character. 
Definite  provision  is  also  made  in  the  Bill 
for  capital    expenditure  on    the    Koyal 
Veterinary    College    and    the     Munster 
Dairy  School.     In  the  second  place,  the 
Department  is  to  be  assisted  in  the  appU- 
cation  of  the  funds  at  its  disposal,  and  its 
powers  considerably  limited,  by  having 
associated   with   it  for  this  purpose  an 
Agricultural  Board  and  a  Board  of  Tech- 
nical  Instruction.     Only  a  minoritv  of 
the  members  of    these    boards    will  be 
nominated  by  Grovernment.  The  majority 
will  be  appointed,   in  the  case  of  the 
Agricultural  Board,  by  a  body  called  in 
the  Bill  a  Council  of  Agriculture,  which 
itself  will  consist,  as  to  two-thirdis  of  its 
members,  of  representatives  chosen  by  the 
different  county  councils,  and  in  the  case 
of  the  Board  of  Technical  Instruction  of 
representatives  of  the  councils  of  county 
boroughs  and  of  various  public  bodies. 
As  the  names  imply,  the  two  boards  are 
respectively    concerned    with     the    two 
branches  into  which  the  work  of  the  De- 
partment is  divided,  namely,  agriculture 
and  technical  instruction  in  towns.   Their 
functions  are  primarilv  of  an  advisory 
character,  but  they  will  occupy  a  position 


of  much  influence  and  power,  inasmuch 
as  the  concurrence  of  one  or  other  of 
them  is  required  in  almost  all  cases  for 
any  expenditure  by  the  Department  of 
the  money  placed  at  its  disposal.  Rating 
powers  to  a  limited  amount  are  given  to 
county  councils  and  urban  district 
councils,  and  as  a  general  rule  no  money 
is  to  be  spent  by  the  Department  on  any 
local  object  without  some  contribution 
from  local  sources.  No  attempt  is  made 
in  the  Bill  to  interfere  with  the  system 
of  national  elementary  education  in  Ire- 
land, or  with  that  of  intermediate  educa- 
tion ;  but  in  order  to  secure  greater  ,unity 
of  action  between  the  different  educational 
authorities  in  Ireland,  it  is  proposed  that 
the  Vice-President  of  the  Department 
should  be  an  ez  officio  member  of  the 
Board  of  National  Education  and  of  the 
Intermediate  Education  Board,  and  that 
each  of  these  bodies  should  have  a  repre- 
sentative on  the  Board  of  Technical  In- 
struction. I  think  it  will  be  found  that 
this  short  statement  comprises  the  prin- 
cipal provisions  of  the  measure,  which  I 
now  commend  to  the  favourable  judg- 
ment of  the  House.  Any  further  explana- 
tion or  defence  of  those  provisions  I  must 
leave  to  a  future  stage.  I  beg  leave  to 
move  the  First  Reading  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  said  the 
introduction  of  an  important  Bill  like  this 
at  the  commencement  of  public  business, 
under  the  ten  minutes  rule  was  a  glaring 
instance  of  the  abuse  of  that  rule  by 
Ministers.  On  the  12th  April,  1897,  a 
Bill  on  a  similar  subject  was  introduced 
by  the  right  honourable  Gentleman,  but 
he  did  not  then  take  refuge  under  the 
ten  minutes  rule.  He  brought  it  in  in  the 
usual  manner  for  Bills  of  importance, 
when  Members  are  afforded  an  oppor- 
tunity of  seeking  information  and  of  dis- 
cussing details.  It  would  appear  that 
Ministers,  by  the  operation  of  the  ten 
minutes  rule,  were  determined  gradually  to 
abolish  one  stage  of  all  their  measures,  or 
that  in  the  mind  of  the  right  honourable 
Gentleman  this  subject  had  receded  in  im- 
portance since  1897.  It  was  perfectly  idle 
under  the  ten  minutes  rule  for  anyone 
to  attempt  to  follow  the  Chief  Secretary 
in  his  gallop  through  a  complicated 
measure  which  dealt  with  an  extremely 
important  subject.  In  regard  to  finance, 
he  had  followed  very  closely  what  the 
right  honourable  Gentleman  had  said, 
and  he  regretted  to  say  that  nothing  could 
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for  triennial  elections.     That  was  a  mis-  It    would    be    veiy    difficult    to  decide 

i^prehension.      So  far  as    he  had  been  whether  at  a  particular  moment  there 

able  to  ascertain,  and  so  far  as  the  enact-  were  two-thirds  of  the  members  present 

ing  section  went,  it  provided  that  a  bare  or    not,    whereas    the    matter  could  be 

majority  might  carry  a  resolution.     He  decided  at  once  if  the  votes  were  actually 

did  not  see  why  a  different  rule  should  recorded.      He  could   not  see  anything 

apply  to    the   new    boroughs  from  the  insidious  in  the  proposal. 

R)ards  of  Guardians.  ^,      ^r«^^ .  ^r^    .o.,        ,.    , 

Mr.  STUART    (Shoreditch,   Hoxton) 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed  ^^Id  that,  under  all  circumstances  where 

Amendment,   in  line   3,  after  the  word  *  vote  could  be  legally  taken,  the  question 

** present,"    to    insert    the  words   "and  o^g^t    to     be     decided     by    two-thirds 

voting."— (iJfr.  PickersgUl)  majonty  of  those   votmg.     He   did   not 

know  of  any  case  where  a  question  like 

Question  proposed—  this  had  to  be  decided  by  a  maiority  of 

tti^v.  L  ..y.         A   i     J      *.•     »  u  *i  those  present,  whether  they  voted  or  not. 

**  That  the  words  *  and  voting    be  there  in-  ^        ^    ,        '                        "^     i       i  v  j* 

serted  in  the  proposed  Amendment."  ^^o^  »  long  expenence  on  local  bodies 

he  could    say  it    was  very  difficult  to 

Mr.  A-  J.  BALFOUR :  I  recollect  the  declare  how  many  persons  were  present 

discussions  which  took  place  in  1894.     I  when  a  given  vote  was  taken.     The  only 

cannot  conceive  that  the  intention  of  the  determining      fact     was     the     numbers 

framers  of  the  Act  was  that  a  very  small  taken  down  by  the  tellers.     He  did  not 

number    of   persons    out    of    the    total  see  why  this  Bill  should  differ  from  the 

nimiber  present    should  carry  this  im-  Act  of  1894,  which  stated  that  a  resolu- 

portant     change.       If     the     honourable  tion  should  be  carried  by  a  two-thirds 

Gentleman's  Amendment  were  carried,  to  majority  of  those  voting. 

take    an    extreme    case,    supposing  the  ^g     nrkTTorrxTT^v /r«           n    t>  j    •  \ 

whole  council  were  present  at  a  mfeting  ^f  •  COURTNEY  (Cornwall,  Bodmin) 

and  supposing  that  only  6  out  of  the  70  "^^  *^f '  ^"  *•>«  ^ouse,  when  a  Divwion 

membera  chose  to  vote,  then  four  persons  ^^^}^\T1.T  P'^t?*!  ""**  """'t 

present  would  carry  this  great  Sdange.  He  did  not  think  they  ought  to  pay  much 

^hat  seems  to  me  to  be  ratW  a  comital  ™fP«"i^  .^    *^«^    members    of  council, 

u  who,  being  present  when  a  question  was 

put,  did  not  take  the  trouble  to  vote. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  conld  see  nothing  ^j^  DILLON  said  that  the  only  people 

comic  about  it.     The  gist  of  the  Amend-  ^^^^^  ^ghte  the  honourable  Member  for 

ment  was  that  due  notice  was  given,  and  g^.   Pancras   sought    to  safeguard   were 

if  those  present  did  not  choose  to  vote,  t^ose  who,  being  present   in  the  room, 

the  purpose  of  the  provision  was  obtained  declined  to  vote.     How  could  they  con- 

without  them.  sider  the  matter  under  discussion  of  great 

importance  if  they  refused  to  vote?     It 

Mr.  LOUOrH  thought  that  the  words  geemed  to  him  that  there  was  substance 

were    harmless,     buppose    there    was   a  j^  the  Amendment,  and  it  might  prevent 

quorum  present,  the  decision  should  be  ^he    greatest     possible    difficulties     and 

taken  by  those  who  actually  voted.  disputes. 

♦Captain  JESSEL  (St.  Pancras,  South)  Mr.  BURDETT-COUTTS   (Westmin- 

hoped  the  Government  would  not  adopt'  ster)  asked  the  Solicitor-General  whether 

this  insidious  Amendment.    If  the   sug-  the  word  "  present,"  used  in  this  sense, 

gestion  of   the   honourable  Member  was  meant  those  who  were   present  at  the 

adopted,  it  would  have  the  effect  of  making  voting,  whether  they  voted  or  not.     He 

it  possible  to  carry  a  resolution  in  favour  of  had  always   understood   that  the  word 

triennial  elections  by  a  less  majority  than  present  meant  those  who  were  "present " 

was  necessary  in  the  case  of  resolutions  and  voted, 
on  other  points. 

Sir  R.  FINLAY  said  that  the  word 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  thought  it  «  present "  meant  "  present "  ;  that  was  to 

was  only  common  sense  that  a  resolution  say,  the  Chairman  would  have  to  ascertain 

should  be  carried  by  a  majority  of  two-  whether  two-thirds  of  those  present  were 

thirds  of  those  voting  on  the  resolution,  voting,  and  he  would  count  them. 

Mr,  PkkersgilL 
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AGRICULTURE  AND  TECHNICAL  IN- 
STRl'CTiUN  (IRELAND)  RILL. 

*■*■  For  establishing  a  Department  of 
Agriculture  and  other  Industries  and 
Technical  Instruction  in  Ireland,  and  for 
other  purposes  connected  therewith,"  pre- 
sented accordingly, and  read  the  first  time; 
to  be  read  a  second  time  upon  Monday 
next,  and  to  be  printed.  [Bill  180.] 

LONDON  GOVERNMENT  BILL. 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  2 : — 

Amendment  again  proposed,  after  the 
words  last  added,  to  add  to  the  words — 


**(b)  The  Local  Government  Board  may, 
on  itHiueftt  made  by  a  borough  council  in  pursu- 
ance of  a  resolution  of  the  council  passed  by  a 
majority  of  two-thirtU  of  the  members  present 
at  a  meeting  of  t!ie  council  duly  convened  for 
the  purpOHe,  make  an  order  directing  that  the 
whole  ot  the  councillors  shall  retire  together 
on  the  ordinary  day  of  election  in  every  third 
year,  and  may  «)n  like  request  rescind  any  such 
order." — {Captain  Jt9stl.) 

Question  again  proposed — 

"  That  those  words  be  there  added." 

Mr.  lough  (Islington,  W.) 
moved  as  an  Amendment  to  the  Amend- 
ment to  leave  out  on  the  first  line 
"  may,"  and  insert  **  shall."  He  said  that 
the  words  of  the  Amendment  iets  it  stood 
hardly  fulfilled  the  expectation  formed  by 
the  promise  of  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury.  He  knew  that  in  an  Act  of 
Parliament  '*may"  ought  to  mean 
*'  shall,"  but  he  did  not  think  it  was  so 
in  this  case.  The  objection  to  keeping 
in  the  word  ''  may  "  was  that  the  Loc^ 
Government  Board  would  decide  whether 
the  election  should  be  annual  or  tri- 
ennial. It  was  clearly  understood  that 
the  councils  should  themselves  decide 
the  point. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment,  in  line  1,  to  leave  out  the 
word  "may,"  and  insert  the  word  "shall." 
—{Mr.  Lough.) 

Question  proposed — 

"That  the  word  'may*  stand  part  of  the 
proposed  Amendment." 

The  SOLICITOR  -  general  (Sir 
R  B.  FiNLAY,  Inverness  Burghs)  said  that 
the  word  "  may  "  occurred  in  the  Act  of 


1894,    which    gave  the    county   council 

power    at    the    request     of     the    local 

authorities  to  make  an  order.     That  wafr 

a  precedent,   and  in  such   cases  it   wa» 

I  much   better  to  keep  the  word   "  may.** 

I  It  was  conceivable  that  there  might  be- 

I  instances    in    which  it    would   be   very 

.  wrong  and  in  which  an  order  should  not- 

be    made,   and    the    Local    Government 

Board  should  not  be  liable  to  a  mandamus. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Poplar) :  Can  the  right  honour- 
able Gentleman  suggest  an  instance  in 
which  the  Local  Government  Board 
would  be  justified  in  refusing  to  make  an 
order  ? 

Sir  R  B.  FINLAY :  I  admit  that  such 
cases  are  not  likely  to  occur  often.  But^ 
suppose  that  the  majority  of  a  borough 
council  have  declared  for  triennial  elec- 
tions, merely  for  the  sake  of  prolonging 
their  own  tenure  of  office ! 


Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  ;  It  is  «  case^ 
which  is  quite  impossible  to  happen,  if 
they  were  to  adopt  the  triennial  system 
on  its  merits. 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  thought  I  had 
done  a  great  deal  to  meet  the  wishes  of 
both  sides  of  the  House,  in  adopting  the 
scheme  of  the  Act  of  1894.  The  Local 
Grovemment  Board  will  never  interfere 
unless  under  circumstances  which  it  may 
be  difficult  to  foresee ;  and  certainly  what 
they  would  do  would  not  imply  any  limi- 
tation of  the  true  liberty  of  the  borough 
councils.  I  hope  the  honourable  Member 
will  not  press  the  matter. 

Question  put  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Greerr, 
S.W.)  moved  as  an  Amendment  to  the 
Amendment  to  insert  the  words  '*and 
voting"  after  the  word  "present."  In 
support  of  his  Amendment  he  would  use 
the  same  argument  as  the  Solicitor- 
General  had  used  in  opposing  the  last 
Amendment.  The  right  honourable  and 
learned  Gentleman  said  that  the  Govern- 
ment  desired  to  follow  the  precedent  of 
the  1894  Act  This  Amendment  followed 
the  1894  Act.  As  he  understood,  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  said  that  the 
Local  Government  Act  of  1894  provided 
that  a  two-thirds  majority  must  be 
necessary  in  order  to  substitute  annual 
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third  of  the  council,  and  the  resolution 
could  be  carried  by  two-thirds  of  the 
quorum.  The  new  Amendment,  under  the 
guise  of  a  concession,  was  to  make  it 
necessary  that  the  resolution  should  be 
carried  by  a  majority  of  the  whole 
council. 

Mr.  STUART  said  that  the  Tram- 
ways Act  was  worked  by  a  majority  of 
those  who  took  over  the  tramways.  If 
two-thirds  of  the  council  voted,  a  curious 
position  might  arise,  inasmuch  as  a 
person  by  voting  against  the  proposal 
might  facilitate  its  being  carried,  but  the 
object  was  perfectly  clear.  If  two-thirds 
of  those  voting  were  to  be  the  majority, 
he  could  understand  the  position,  but  to 
say  the  majority  should  be  two-thirds  of 
the  entire  Council  was  to  try  and  find 
something  which  did  not  exist  in  any 
Act. 

Mr.  marks  (Tower  Hamlets,  St. 
George's)  pointed  out  that  in.  a  council 
of  seventy-two  members,  of  which  a 
majority  was  thirty  -  seven,  it  would 
be  in  the  power  of  sixteen  members,  by 
absenting  themselves  from  the  meetings 
of  the  council,  to  prevent  in  perpetuity 
any  resolution  from  being  carried.  He 
could  not  think  that  was  the  intention  of 
the  Government. 

Captain  SINCLAIR  (Forfar)  said  this 
was  proposed  to  he  a  concession,  and  all 
that  the  Committee  was  doing  was  pro- 
posing that  something  could  be  .done  by 


a  majority  of  the  council  which  could  he 
done  without  any  enactment  whatever. 
He  could  not  see  the  object  of  this 
particular  Amendment. 

Mr.  R.  G.  WEBSTER  (St  Pancra^s 
East)  thought  that  as  the  matter  stood 
therci  must  be  thirty-seven  members  to 
vote  for  a  proposal,  so  that  if  fifteen  of  the 
council  stayed  away  the  whole  thing  be- 
came void. 

Sir  H.  H.  FOWLER  (Wolverhampton, 
E.)  appealed  to  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  to  follow  the  precedent  he  had 
made  in  making  these  concessions,  and  to 
follow  the  Clause  which  the  then  Grovem- 
ment  was  compelled  to  insert  in  the  Act 
of  1894.  That  Clause  was  perfectly  just 
and  fair,  and  its  meaning  was  perfectly 
intelligible.  The  words  were  "provided 
that  the  County  Council  may,  on  a  request 
made  by  resolution  of  an  urban  district 
council,  passed  by  two-thirds  of  the 
members  voting  on  the  resolution.*'  That 
seemed  to  him  to  afford  all  the  precaution 
that  was  needed. 

Sir  BLUNDELL  MAPLE  (Camber- 
well,  Dulwich)  thought  that  there  should 
be  at  least  two-thirds  of  the  council  present 
to  deal  with  any  question  which  might 
arise.  He  was  of  opinion  that  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  Government  was  the  best 
solution  which  could  l)e  arrived  at. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes,  209  , 
Noes,  117.— (Division  List  No.  120.) 


Acland-Hoo(l,Capt.Sir  Alex.  F. 
Allsopp,  Hon.  Geonje 
Archiiale,  Edwartl  Mervyn 
Arrol,  Sir  William 
Ascroft,  Robert 
Atkinson,  Kt.  Hon.  Jolm 
BaeotjCapt.  Joeceline  FitzKoy 
Bailey,  James  (Walworth) 
Baillie,  JamenE.  B.  (Inverness) 
Baird,  John  George  Alexander 
Balfour,Rt.Hon.A.  J.  (Manch'r 
Balfour,  Rt.  Hn.  G.  W.  (Leetls 
Banbury,  Frederick  George 
BameJsFredk.Gorell  [(Hunts') 
Barry,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  H.  Sniith- 
Barry,Sir  Francis  T.  (Windsor) 
Hartley,  George  C.  T. 
Barton,  Dunbar  Plunket 
Beach,Rt.Hn.Sir  M.H.(Bristol 
Beach,  W.  W.  Bramston  ( Hants 
Bemrose,  Sir  Henry  Howe 
Beresford,  Lord  Charles 
Bethell,  Commander 
Bill,  Charles 

Mr.  Dillon, 


AYES. 

Bolitho,  Thomas  Bedford 
Bond,  Edward 
Boscawen,  Arthur  (irililth- 
Bousfield,  William  liobert 
Bowles,  Capt.  H.  F.  (Middlesex) 
Bowles,  T.  Gibson  (Ljmn  Regis 
Brassey,  Albert 
Brodrick,  Rt.  Hon.  St.  John 
Brown,  Alexander  A. 
Burdett-Coutts,  W. 
Butcher,  John  George 
Cavendish,  V.  C.  W.  (Derbys.) 
Cecil,  Evelyn  (Hertford,  East) 
ChaJoner,  Captain  R.  G.  W. 
Chamberlain,  lit. Hon.  J.  (Birm 
Chamberlain,  J.  Austen(  Worc'r 
Chaplin,  Rt.  Hon.  Henry 
Chelsea,  Viscount 
Cochrane, Hon^  Thos.  H.  A.  E. 
Coddington,  Sir  William 
Coc^hill,  Douglas  Harry 
Cohen,  Benjamin  Louis 
Collingu,  Rt.  Hon.  Jesse 
Corbett, A. Cameron  (Glasgow) 


Cotton.Jodrell,Col.Edw.  T.D- 
Courtney,Rt.  Hon.  Leonard  H- 
C^XjIrwmEd ward  B.  ( Harrow ) 
Cranbome,  Viscount 
Cripps,  Charles  Alfred 
Cross,  Herb.  Shepherd  (lioltoii) 
Cubitt,  Hod.  Henry 
Curzon,  Viscount 
Dalbiac,  Colonel  Philip  Hugh 
Dalkeith,  Earl  of 
Dickflon-Poynder,  Sir  John  P. 
Doughty,  George 
Douglas,  Rt.  I^n.  A.  Akerx- 
Duncombe,  Hon.  Hubert  V. 
Egerton,  Hon.  A.  de  Tatton 
EUiot,Hon.A.Ralph  Douglas 
FardeU,  Sir  T.  George 
Fellowes,Hon.  Ailwyn  Edward 
Fergusson,  Rt.  Hn.  Sir  J.  ( Mane* 
Finlay,  Sir  Robert  Bannatyne 
Fisher,  William  Hayes 
FitzGerald,Sir  RobertPenro««- 
Fitz  Wygram,  General  Sir  F. 
Flannery,  Sir  Fortescue 
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London 


Fletcher,  Sir  Henry 
Flower,  Eme»t 
Folkestone,  Viscount 
Foster,  ("olone!  ( Lancaster) 
Fry,  I^wiH 

i  tailoway,  William  Johnson 
t:artit,  William 
i  iiblirt,  Hn.  A.  ( ;.  H.  (Cityof  Lond 
t  abhn,  Hon.  VicaoM(St.  Albans) 
(iilliat,  John  Saunders 
( iodson,Sir  AugustusFrederick 
Cior8t,Kt.Hon.  Sir  John  Eldon 
(fOHchen,  George  J.  (Sumex) 
Croulding,  Edward  Alfred 
(vraham,  Henry  Robert 
Ciunter,  Colonel 
Hall,  Kt.  Hon.  Sir  CharleR 
Halsev,  Thomafl  Frederick 
HamiJton,Kt.Hn.Lord  George 
Hanly,  Laurence 
Haslett,  Sir  James  Homer 
Heath,  James 
Heaton,  John  Henniker 
Helder,  Augustus 
Hickman,  Sir  Alfred 
Hoare,  Samuel  (Norwich) 
Homliy,  Sir  William  Henry 
Howanl,  Joneph 
Howell,  William  Tudor 
Hozier,  Hon.  JamesHenry  ( *ecil 
Hubbard,  Hon.  Evelyn 
Hudson,  George  Bickersteth 
Hughes,  C*olonel  Edwin 
•lenrey.s,  Arthur  Frederick 
•lessel,  C  apt.  Herbert  Merton 
Johnston,  William  (Belfast) 
Johnstone,  Heyivood  (Sussex) 
•lollitTe,  Hon.  H.  George 
Kenyon,  James 
Kcnyon-SIaney,  Col.  William 
Kiuiber,  Henry 
Knowles,  Lees 
Ijafone,  Alfred 

l^wrence,  Wm.  F.  (Liverpool) 
I^wson,  John  Grant  (Yorks.) 
I^ighton,  Stanley 
Llewellyn,  Evan  H.(Somei^et) 
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Lockwood,  Lt.-Col.  A,  R. 
Loder,  (>erald  Walter  Erskine 
Long,Col.  Charles  W.  ( Evesham 
Long,  Rt.  Hn.  Walter  (L'nool) 
Ix>pes,  Henry  Yanle  Buller 
Lowe,  Francis  William 
Lubbock,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  John 
Lucas-Sluidwell,  William 
Macartney,  W.  G.  Ellison 
Maclver,  David  (Liverpool) 
M*  Arthur,  Charles  (Liverpool) 
M'lver,  Sir  L.  (Edinburgh,  W.) 
Malcolm,  Ian 
Maple,  Sir  John  Blundell 
Massey -Main  waring,  Hn.  W.  F. 
Melvifle,  Beresford  v  alentine 
Meysey-Thomson,  Sir  H.  M. 
Middlemore,  J.  Tlut)gmorton 
Milbank,  Sir  Powlett  C.  John 
Mil  ward.  Colonel  Victor 
Monk,  Charles  James 
Montagu,  Hon.  J.  Scott(  Hants. 
Moon,  Edward  Robert  I*acy 
Moore,  William  (Antrim,  N.) 
More, Robt.  Jasper  (Shropshire 
\rorrison,  Walter 
Morton, Arthur H. A.  (Deptford  ■ 
Mount,  William  George  i 

Murray,  Rt.  Hn.  A.  (;.  (Bute)  j 
Murray,  Charles  J.  (Coventry) 
Myers,  William  Henry  ' 

I  Newark,  Viscount  i 

'  Newdigate,  Francis  Alexander 
Orr-Ewing,  Charlen  Lindsay 
Pease,  Herliert  P.  (Darlington) 
Pender,  Sir  James 
Percy,  Earl 

Phiir|K)tts,  Captain  Arthur 
Pierpoint,  Robert 
Pilkmgton,  Richard 
PlattrHiggins,  Frederick 
Purvis,  Robert 
Rankin,  Sir  James 
Rentoul,  James  Alexander 
Richards,  Henry  Cliarles  | 

Ritchie,Rt.Hn.Chas.Tliomson  . 
Robertson,  Herbert  (Hackney)  , 
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Rollit,  Sir  Albert  Kaye 
Round,  James 

Russel],Gen.F.S.  (Cheltenham 
Russell,  T.  W.  (Tyrone) 
Sandys,  Lt.-Col.  I'hos.  Myles 
Seely,  Cliarles  Hilton 
Seton-Karr,  Henry 
Sharpe,  William  Edward  T. 
Sidebotham,  J.  W.  (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom,  William  (Derhys. ) 
Sinieon,  Sir  Barrington 
Smith,JamesParker  (Lanarks. 
Smith,  Hon.  W.  F.  D.  (Strand) 
Spencer,  Ernest 
Stanley,Hn.  Arthur  (Ormskirk 
Stanley,Edward  Jas.  (Somerset 
Stanley,  Henry  M.  (Lambeth) 
Stanley,  Lord  (Lanes.) 
Sturt,  Hon.  Humphry  Napier 
Talbot,  Lord  E.  (Chichester) 
Talbot,Rt.Hn.J.G.(Ox.  Univ. 
Thorbum,  Walter 
Tomlinson.Wm.  Edw.  Murray 
Tritton,  Charles  Ernest 
Usbome,  Thomas 
Vincent,  Col.  Sir  C.  E.  Howard 
Wallace,  Robert  (Perth) 
Warde,  Lt.-Col.  C.  E.  (Kent) 
Warr,  Augustus  Frederick 
WebHter,SirR.E.(Lsleof  Wight 
Welby,  Lieut.-Col.  A.  C.  E. 
Wharton,  Rt.Hon.  John  Lloyd 
Whiteley,  George  (Stockport) 
Whitmore,  Charles  Algernon 
W^illiams,  JosephPowen(  Birm ) 
Wilson,  J.  W.  ( Worcestersh.  N. ) 
Wilson-Todd, \Vm.H.  (Yorks.) 
Wodeliouse,RtHon£.  R.(Bath) 
Wortley,  Rt.Hon.C.B.Stuart- 
Wyndham,  George 
Wyvill,  Mamiaduke  D*Arcy 
Young,Commander  ( Berks,  E. ) 
Younger,  William 

Tellers  for  the  Ayes— 
Sir  William  Walrond  and 
Mr.  Anstruther. 


Allan,  William  (Gateshead) 
Allen,  W.  (Newc.  under  Lyme) 
Allison,  Roljert  Andrew 
Asher,  Alexander 
Asquith,  Rt.  Hon.  Herliert  H. 
Baker,  Sir  John 
Balfour,  Rt.Hn.  J.Blair(Clack. 
Buy  ley,  Thomas  ( Derby  sliire) 
Beaumont,  Went  worth  C.  B. 
Billson,  Alfred 

Bryce,  Rt.  Hon.  James  . 

Bucluinan,  Thomas  Rybum      | 
Buxton,  Sydney  CharlcH  i 

Caldwell,  James  , 

Cameron,SirCliarles(Glasgow) 
Cameron,  Rolicrt  (Durham) 
Campbell- Banncnuan,  Sir  H. 
Causton,  Richanl  Knight 
CUrk,Dr.(;.B.  (Caithness  sh.)  ' 
Clough,  Walter  Gwen 
Cromnie,  John  William  | 

Daly,  James 
Dillon,  John 
Doogan,  P.  C. 


NOES. 

Douglas,  Charles  M.  (Lanark) 
Dunn,  Sir  William 
Ellis,  John  Edward 
Farquharson,  Dr.  Rol)ert 
Fen  wick,  Charles 
Ferguson,  R.  C.  Munro  (Leith) 
Fitzmaurice,  Lord  Edmond 
Foster,  Sir  Walter  (Derby  Co.) 
Fowlor,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Henry 
(ilailstone,  Rt.  Hon.  Herb.  J. 
(lOfhlard,  l)anicl  Ford 
(;o1d,  (Miarles 

(«ourley,SirE<lwardTem^rley 
Grey,  Sir  Edward  (Berwick) 
(t union.  Sir  W.  Brampton 
Haldane,  Richard  Burton 
llayne,  Rt.  Hon.  Cliarles  Seale- 
Hvdilerwii'k,  Thomas  C.  H. 
Heiin»hill,  Rt.  Hon.  C.  H. 
Homiman,  Frederick  J. 
Humphrevs-Owen,  Arthur  C.  i 
Button,  Alfred  E.  (Morley) 
Jacoby,  Jame.s  Alfred 
Johnson- Fergu^ni,  Jabez  E. 


Jones,  D.  BrjTimor  (Swansea) 
•fones,  William  (Camarvonsh.) 
Kinloirh,  Sir  J.  (jreorge  Smyth 
Livbouchere,  Henry 
Lamljert,  iieorge 
IwAWson,  Sir  Wilfrid(Cuniber.) 
Leese,  Sir  J.  F.  (Accrington) 
Leng,  Sir  John 
Lewis,  John  Herbert 
Lloyd-George,  David 
Lough,  Thomas 
Macaleese,  Daniel 
M* Arthur,  William  (Cornwall) 
M*Ghee,  Richard 
M*Kenna,  Reginald 
M'Leod,  John 
Maddison,  Fred. 
Maden,  John  Henry 
Mendl,  Sigismund  Ferdinand 
Montagu,  Sir  S.  ( Whitechapel ) 
Moore,  Arthur  (Londonderry) 
Morgan ,  J .  Lloyd  ( Carmarthen ) 
>forrey,  Charles  (Breconshire) 
Morley,  Rt.  Hon.  J.  (Montrose) 
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Monlton,  John  Fletcher 
Norton,  Capt.  Cecil  William 
NuAsey,  Thomas  Willans 
O'Brien,  James  F.  X.  (Cork) 
O'Connor,  T.  P.  (Liverpool) 
Palmer.Sir  Clias.  M.  (Durham) 
Palmer,  GeorgeWm.(  Reading) 
Paulton,  James  Mellor 
Pease,  Joseph  A.  (Northumb.) 
Perks,  Robert  William 
Philipps,  John  WynforJ 
Pickersgill,  Edward  Hare 
Priestley,  Brings  (Yorks.) 
Reckitt,  Harola  James 
Ricliardson,  J.  (Durham,  S.£.) 
Rickett,  J.  Compton 
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Roberts,  John  H.  (Denbighs.) 
Robson,  William  Snowdon 
Sanmel,  J.  (Stockton  on  Tees) 
Scott,  Chas.  Prestwich  (Leigli) 
Shaw,  Charles  Edw.  (Stafford) 
Soames,  Arthur  Wellesley 
Sonttar,  Robinson 
Spicer,  Albert 
Stanhope,  Hon.  Philip  J. 
Steadman,  William  Charles 
Strachey,  Edward 
Sullivan,  Donal  (Westmeath) 
Tennant,  Harold  John 
Thomas,  Alfred  (Glamorg.E.) 
Thomas,  David  Alf.  (Merthyr) 
Trevelyan,  Charles  Phillips 
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Ure,  Alexander 
Wallace,  Robert  ( Edinburgh j 
Walton,  Joseph  (Bamsley) 
Warner,  Tliomas  Court«nayT. 
Wedderbum,  Sir  William 
Weir,  James  Gallo^^Tiy 
Williams,  John  Carvell(Nott«. 
Wills,  Sir  William  Henry 
Wilson,  Henry  J.  (York,  W.  K.  \ 
Wilson,  John  (Go van) 
Wilson,  Jos.  H.  (Middle8brou*rli 
Woods,  Samuel 
Young,  Samuel  (Cavan,  £a.<t  i 
Tellers   for  the    Noe?>- 

Mr.  James  Stuart  and  Capt. 

Sinclair. 


Words,  as  amended,  added. 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  (York,  W.  R., 
Elland)  proposed  to  add  to  the  Clause : — 

**  Provided  that  any  person  possessing  the 
necessary  qualification  for  the  election  as  a 
member  of  one  of  the  luetropolitan  borough 
councils  shall  be  qualified  to  be  elected  either 
as  councillor,  alderman,  or  mayor  of  any 
borough  council  within  the  administrative 
county  of  London." 

He  said  that  he  moved  the  Amendment, 
which  received  the  support  of  a  great  many 
people  outside  the  House,  in  the  hope 
that  the  Government  would  accept  it. 
The  Bill  as  it  stood  would  exclude  many 
men  who  would  make  most  desirabl 
members  of  the  new  councils,  and  whose 
interests  were  or  might  have  been  largely 
concerned  with  the  borough,  who  lived 
outside  the  boundaries  of  the  borough. 
Another  class  of  men  was  that  class  who 
had  lived  and  spent  the  gi-eater  part  of  their 
lives  in  the  borough,  l)ut  who  after 
having  made  their  wealth  would  move  to 
another  part  altogether,  and  thus  dis 
qualify  themselves  fi'om  acting  as  coun- 
cillors in  the  district  whore  they  had 
spent  their  lives.  Everyl>ody  agreed  that 
it  would  be  a  very  great  loss  if  that  class 
of  men  were  disqualified.  With  regard 
to  the  other  side  of  the  Amendment,  there 
were  frequently  men  coming  from  the 
outside  of  the  l)orough  who  possessed  very 
great  knowledge  of  the  different  districts, 
who  under  present  circumstances  would 
be  disqualified  as  the  Bill  now  stood 
which  would  bo  a  very  unfortunate 
thing  for  the  borough.  It  was  to  include 
persons  interested  in  the  borough, 
whether  they  reside  inside  or  outside  the 
boundaries,  that  he  moved  his  Amendment, 
and  his  object  in  this  Amendment  was  to 
provide  that  they  should  be  eligible  for 
election  as  membei*s  of  the  councils. 


Amendment  proposed — 

"  After  the  words  la^^^t  added,  to  add  the 
words,  *  Provided  also  that  any  person  pos^^ev- 
ing  the  necessary  qualification  for  election  a^  a 
member  of  one  of  the  metropolitan  liorou^h 
councils  shall  be  qualified  to  be  elected  eitlier 
as  councillor,  alderman,  or  mayor  of  any 
borough  council  within  the  adiuinistnitive 
county  of  London." — (Mr.  Trevelyan.) 

Question  proposed — 

"  That  those  words  be  there  added." 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  think  there  is 
somethin£^  in  what  the  honourable  Member 
says  and  in  the  principle  he  advocates, 
but  I  think  the  Amendment  carries  that 
principle  a  great  deal  too  far.  The  local 
element  would,  in  my  opinion,  be  deprive*! 
of  its  proper  position  if  we  adopted  st> 
sweeping  a  proposition  as  that  now  made. 
I  shall  be  prepared,  however,  so  far  to 
meet  the  honourable  Member's  views  as  to 
suggest  that,  if  the  councils  desire  it,  they 
may  go  outside  their  own  district  for 
aldemien.  But  that  point  will,  perhaps 
Imj  better  raised  on  an  Amendment  which 
stanils  lower  ilown  the  upon  the  Pajier  in 
the  name  of  the  honoiu-able  Member  for 
Chelsea. 

Mr.  STEADMAN  (ToWer  Hamlets, 
Stepney)  said  this  was  an  Amendment 
which  he  sincerely  hoped  the  Government 
would  not  accept,  because  the  dignity  and 
personnel  of  the  council  were  at  stake. 
It  assumed  that  there  were  not  enough 
men  in  the  locality  to  form  a  council,  and 
that  therefore  there  was  a  power  to  elect 
from  outside  the  borough.  He  believed 
that  an  Amendment  had  been  carrieii 
which  precluded  aldermen  l>eing  co-opted 
from  outside  the  district.  He  regaixled 
the  Amendment  as  a  direct  insult  to 
hundreds  of  men  who  had  given  the  best 
years  of  their  life  to  administrative  work 
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in  London,  ami  therefore  he  trusted  the 
First  Loi-d  of  the  Treasury  would  not 
accept  it. 

*Mr.     marks  ventured   to    submit 
that  the  adoption  of  this  Amendment  in 
the  Bill  would  have  the  effect  of  qualifying 
every  resident  in  London  to  sit  on  any 
liondon   l)orough  coiuicil,  and    it    would 
defeat  one  of  the  main  objects  of  the  Bill. 
When   the   Bill  was  introduced   it   was 
stated  that  one  of  the  chief  features  was 
to  give  additional  dignity  to   municipal 
life  in  London  and  attract  to  the  service  | 
of   the   proposed   municipail   Iwroughs    a 
class     of     men    which      had    not    been 
attracted   previously  to  the  Horvicc.      It 
wa«  admitted  that  there  was  great  room  i 
for     improvement     in     the    service     of 
parochial  institutions,   but  the  principil 
safeguanl  for  the  proper  discharge  of  the 
duties  of  those  institutions  was  surely  to 
1)0   found  in   responsibility  to  and    de 
pendence  upon  the  consideration  of  the 
people  among  whom  they  lived  of  the 
men  who  sat  on  the  l)orough  councils. 
The  welfare  of  each  district  should  engage 
the  attention  of  the  best  men  resident  in 
it.     No  one  with  any  knowledge  of  local 
governme.it  could  doubt  that  the  proper 
discharge  of  local  duties  was  l>est  attained 
hy  those  of  intimate   local   knowledge. 
The  proposed  new  boroughs  would  have 
power  to  levy  rates  amounting  to  two  and 
a  half  millions  a    year — a  considerably 
larger  sum  than  either  the  County  Council 
or  the  School  Board — and  power  to  spend 
their  own  funds,  and  those  who  had  to 
vote  upon  the  raising  of  the  rates  should 
be  people  who  had  to  share  the  burden  of 
the  rates  when  levied.     He  thought  that 
every  alderman  should  be  resident  in  the 
wanl  he  represented.      No  doubt  there 
would  1)0  some  desire  to  turn  a  l)orough 
to  political  use,  and  it  might  ])e  easy  to 
have  a  sort  of  flying  squadron  to  facilitate 
matters,  but  it  would  not  add  to  municipal 
dignity  if  these   l)oroughs   were  turned 
into  miniature  County  Councils,  and  so 
into  ante'Chaml)crs  for  the  discussion  of 
party    politics    and    the    promotion    of 
paitizan  interests.     If  people  were  to  be 
brought  into  a  borough  from  east,  west, 
north,  and  south,  it  might  be  taken  for 
grante<l  that  they  would  l)e  attracted  not 
St)  much  by  local  interest  as  by  the  wider 
political  interests  which  they  wouhl  desire 
to  serve. 

Mr.  J.  SAMUEL  (Stockton)  desired  to 
oppose  the  Amendment,  and    expressed 


surprise  that  it  was  moved  fi-om  the 
quarter  whence  it  came.  What  right  had 
a  man  to  become  councillor,  alderman,  and 
mayor,  without  having  a  rating  qualifica- 
tion in  the  district  he  represented  1  So 
far  as  the  provincial  municipalities  were 
concerned,  the  honourable  Member  showed 
that  if  a  man  was  an  occupier  and  lived 
within  seven  miles  of  a  borough  he  was 
eligible  to  be  mayor,  alderman,  oi*  council- 
lor, but  if  he  lived  beyond  seven  but  within 
fifteen  miles  of  the  borough,  Section  10  of 
the  Municipal  Corporations  Act  provided 
I  that  to  be  qualifieclto  be  mayor,  alderman, 
or  councillor,  he  must  be  rated  at  £50  to 
the  poc)r,  if  the  town  had  four  or  more 
wanls,  l)ut  if  it  had  four  wartls  oidy  he 
must  be  rated  at  £15  or  possess  real  or 
personal  estate  to  the  value  of  £500.  He 
protested  against  the  Amendment,  and 
thought  it  would  be  an  insult  to  the  new 
municipal  boroughs  in  London  if  men 
from  outside  were  allowed  to  vote  away 
the  ratepayers'  money  who  had  no  share 
in  the  burden  of  the  rates  in  those 
boroughs. 

CaWain  NORTON  (Newington,  W.) 
suggested  that  the  Amendment  should  not 
be  pressed.  There  were  many  arguments 
against  it.  It  would  be  possible  under 
such  an  Amendment  for  any  number  of 
people  to  go  from  one  district  to  another 
and  sweep  out  municipal  government 
altogether.  The  man  living  in  the  locality 
would  not  })e  able  to  give  voice  to  the 
aspirations  of  the  persons  among  whom  he 
lived.  He  thought  the  fundamental 
principles  of  the  Bill  would  be  under- 
mined if  the  Amendment  was  allowed  to 
pass. 

Mr.  STUART  said  he  agreed  with  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  on  this  subject. 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  said  he  had  brought 
forwanl  the  Amendment  because  many 
outside  the  House  shared  his  opinions  on 
the  subject.  He  was  surprised  that  he 
had  not  received  more  support  from  his 
own  side,  because  he  thought  it  was  one 
of  the  principles  of  democracy  that  the 
people  should  choose  whom  they  wished, 
provided  they  got  the  best  men.  Under 
the  circumstances,  he  was  willing  to  with- 
draw the  Amendment. 

Mu.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  asked, 
upon  a  point  of  order,  whether,  if  all  the 
Amendments  were  negatived,  it  would  cut 
out  all  discussion  on  aldermen  ? 
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Mr.  WHITMORE  (Chelsea)  moved  to 
omit  the  words,  "  either  as  borough  coun- 
cillors" in  order  that  the  "aldermen" 
might  be  left  for  discussion.  He  was 
opposed  to  persons  from  outside  the  pro- 
posed municipal  areas  being  elected  as 
councillors.  It  was  said  that  such  a 
suggestion  was  an  insult  to  the  borough 
councillors,  but  in  his  opinion  the  insult 
was  given  by  those  who  imputed  such 
foolishness  to  the  boroughs,  as  that  they 
would  elect  these  young  bloods,  who  it 
was  suggested  would  come  down  and 
carry  the  council  by  storm.  But  when  he 
wished  to  hear  scorn  poured  upon  a  demo- 
cratic body  he  always  went  to  a  democrat. 
He  saw  no  reason  why  the  boroughs 
should  elect  men  from  outside,  though 
there  were  good  reasons  why  aldermen 
should  be  chosen.  The  only  object  the 
local  authority  would  have  in  exercising 
the  power  would  be  to  have  the  assistance 
of  a  man  whose  knowledge,  experience, 
and  ability  would  add  strength  and 
efficiency  to  local  administration.  In 
many  districts  there  were  men  who  were  not 
qualified  as  voters  who  had  devoted  much 
time  to  district  affairs,  and  no  doubt  they 
might  be  co-opted  as  aldermen.  Then  again 
there  was  the  tradesman  who  had  made 
money  in  his  district,  and  who  had  been 
identified  with  the  progress  of  the  district, 
and  served  upon  the  Vestry,  and  who 
retired  and  went  and  lived  in  the  suburbs. 
He  retained  his  interest  in  his  old  borough 
and  his  years  of  experience  in  municipal 
work.  There  were  many  cases  of  that  kind 
where  such  a  man  would  be  most  useful 
on  the  council  of  the  borough.  If  he 
thought  for  a  moment  that  the  Amend- 
ment could  have  the  effect  which  some 
gentlemen  imputed  to  it  he  should  oppose 
it,  but  he  thought  its  operation  would  be 
entirely  different. 

Amendment  amended,  by  leaving  out 
the  words  "  either  as  councillor  "  and  the 
words  "  or  mayor. 

Question  proposed — 

*•  Tliat  the  words  *  Provided  also,  that  any 
person  i>09sessiiig  the  necessary  qualification 
tor  election  as  a  Memlier  of  one  of  tlie  metro- 
politan borough  councils  shall  be  qualified  to  l>e 
electeil  alderman  of  any  liorough  council  within 
the  administrative  county  of  l^ondon  '  be  there 
added." 

Mr.  STUART  did  not  think  the  dis- 
cussion turned  upon  the  meaning  of  the 
words    "as   councillor,"  but   really  what 


the   result   would  be   of  extending    thi^ 
privilege   to    "aldermen    and     mayors,** 
Every  argument  which  had  been  used  in 
favour  of  extending  the  privilege    told 
more  extensively  the  other  way.      There 
were  men  in  different  parts   of   Liondon 
who  were  anxious  to  act  on  the  councils 
of  one  of  the  new  boroughs,  and  it  was 
open  to  anybody  to  select  them.     The 
question  was  whether  it  should  be  open 
to  the  general  body  of  electors  to  select 
them.      He  was  against  the  wider  Tiew 
that  was  now  suggested.     What  was  the 
ground  for  letting  certain  persons  have 
any  qualification  at  all  in  connection  with 
local   or  general  work  ?      A  Member  of 
Parliament  was  required  to  be  a  man  with 
a  stake  in  the  county,  and  in  the  County 
Council  a  man  was  required  who  had  a 
stake  in   the   county.      The  only  great 
exception  to  the  otherwise  universal  rule 
of  qualification  was  in  the  election  to  the 
School  Board.    For  the  School  Board  there 
is  no  qualification  necessary  at  all,  though 
that  Board  at  the  same  time  levies  taxe^ 
and  deals  with  local  interests.  The  honour- 
able Member  was  unable  to  say  why  that 
alteration  was  made,  but  he  thought  that 
in  all  probability  it  was  felt  in  that  case 
it  was  desirable  to  sweep  into  the  School 
Board  expert  opinion.     That  being  the 
case,  he  did  not  see  the  desirability  of 
breaking  through  the  established  rule  iu 
this  particular  mstance  without  some  ver}' 
good  ground  for  it,  though  there  was  a 
great  deal  of  truth  in  the  suggestion  that 
a  man  interested  in  London  as  a  whole 
was  interested  in  all  parts  of  it.     London 
as  a  whole  is  governed  by  a  central  body, 
but  in  each  of  the  boroughs,  so  far  as  they 
are  boroughs,  the  men  >»'ho  had  to  govern 
them  were  only  interested  in  that  particu- 
lar locality.     The  rates  which  they  had  tu 
deal  with   are  the  remainder  after  the 
general  rate  for  general  purposes,   and 
therefore  it  was  a  matter  for  them  alone. 
He  could   quite  understand  those   who 
argued  that  there  should  be  no  qualifica- 
tion for    the    borough    councillors    and 
aldermen,  although  he  did  not  agree  with 
them.  But  when  it  was  suggested  that  they 
should   be  ratepayers    of    London  as   a 
whole,  that  was  a  thing  he  was  unable  to 
understand.    It  was  unnecessary  to  labour 
the  point,  as  the  arguments  were  so  well 
known.     On  the   other  hand   there   was 
the  confidence  in  the  Local  Government 
j  body  to  be  considered.  By  these  elections 
there  might  be  people  elected  who  were 
not   interested  in  the  borough,   and   as 
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representatives  of  the  liorough  they  might 
not  get  its  support,  because  they  would 
not  have  its  confidence.  If  this  non-repre- 
sentative element  was  brought  in,  the 
Committee  would  have  to  remember  that 
it  was  brought  in  for  six  years,  and  that 
in  placing  these  men  on  these  councils 
the  councils  would  be  deprived  of  con- 
fidence to  which  they  were  entitled.  He 
believed  that 'the  grand  success  of  this 
Bill  depended  upon  not  introducing  any 
foreign  element  in  the  sense  that  was 
proposed.  He  should  give  his  vote  against 
the  extension  of  the  principle. 

Mr.  GOULDING  (Wiltshire,  Devizes), 
said  that  he  thought  the  objeet  of  the 
Bill  was  to  create  greater  interest  in 
localities  and  to  strengthen  the  Jj^cal 
Government  body,  and  he  considered  the 
Amendment  before  the  Committee  would 
rob  it  of  anything  that  could  be  said 
in  its  favour.  He  himself  should  oppose 
the  Amendment,  and  he  should  have 
thought  that  the  experience  of  his 
honourable  friend  as  a  member  of  the 
London  County  Council  would  have 
shown  him  that  the  majority  of  that  body 
selected  their  own  aldermen,  and  that 
in  nine-tenths  of  the  cases  they  had  been 
mainly  selected  on  political  grounds. 
£xactly  the  same  thing  would  happen  in 
the  East-end  of  London.  Even  if  these 
emissaries  did  come  from  the  Fabian 
Society    and    Toynbee   Hall  and    other 

£  laces — they  would  not  be  elected.  He 
ad  confidence  in  the  working-men,  and 
he  was  certain  that  the  introduction  of 
these  emissaries  from  other  districts 
would  be  viewed  as  an  insult  by  the 
constituencies. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  thought  that  London 
was  in  many  respects  so  different  from 
other  places  that  it  was  going  absurdly 
strictly  into  the  matter  to  say  that  only 
those  who  resided  in  that  district  should 
be  aldermen  for  the  borough  of  that 
district.  It  was  not  necessary  for  an 
alderman  to  live  in  his  borough,  and  as 
London  was  subject  to  a  different  law  to 
the  provincial  boroughs,  he  did  not  think 
the  rule  should  be  so  rigidly  enforced. 
He  instanced  the  case  of  a  street  di>iding 
a  borough,  and  characterised  it  as  absurd 
to  say  that  a  man  living  on  one  side  of 
the  street  was  entitled  to  be  an  alderman 
while  a  man  residing  upon  the  other  was 
not.  He  thought  it  was  rather  a  strong 
order  to  suggest  that  any  council  having 


already  sixty  men  would  turn  their  atten- 
tion to  selecting  all  the  most  unreasonable 
people  they  could  find  as  aldermen.  He 
did  not  think  that  the  privilege  would  be 
much  used  in  any  case,  but  at  all  events 
he  favoured  giving  the  council  a  right  to 
select  their  aldermen  from  where  they 
pleased,  and  if  they  did  happen  to  select 
gentlemen  coming  from  Toynbee  Hall  and 
other  places,  it  might  not  be  so  bad  a 
thing  for  the  council  after  all. 

Mu.  HALDANE  (Haddingtonshire) 
was  indisposed  to  yield  to  the  vague 
terror  which  seemed  to  have  seized  Mem- 
bers on  both  sides  in  connection  with  this 
Amendment.  Why  fears  should  prevail 
that  outside  candidates  would  enter  the 
councils  in  the  form  of  representatives 
of  the  Fabian  Society,  the  Primrose 
League,  or  of  a  large  contractor,  he  did 
not  know.  They  must  trust  to  the  good 
sense  of  the  constituencies  to  make  the 
most  suitable  selections.  He  was  in  favour 
of  the  Amendment.  He  wished  to  see  the 
power  of  selection  applied  to  the  best 
advantage,  and  to  provide  that  the  best 
talent  would  be  available,  from  whatever 
part  of  London  it  came. 

Mr.  H.  S.  SAMUEL  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Limehouse)  opposed  the  Amendment^  be- 
cause he  firmly  believed  that  if  London 
was  divided  into  a  series  of  boroughs,  it 
was  very  desirable  to  inculcate  local  feeling 
in  the  borough  so  far  as  possible,  other- 
wise the  Bill  would  be  absolutely  useless. 
He  thought  that  aldermen  should  be 
qualified  by  rating  for  the  district  in 
which  they  sat,  and  under  the  circum- 
stances it  would  be  ridiculous  to  allow  an 
alderman  to  be  elected  who  was  not  so 
qualified.  He  sincerely  trusted  that  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  would  not 
accept  the  Amendment,  whicn  was  subver- 
sive of  everything  that  the  Bill  aimed  at 
bringing  about.  That  was  the  view  that 
he  believed  was  held  by  a  great  number  of 
the  poorer  classes. 

Lord  HUGH  CECIL  (Greenwich) 
expressed  the  hope  that  the  Government 
would  accept  the  Amendment.  He  did  not 
think  there  would  be  any  temptation  to 
select  unduly  people  who  did  not  reside  in 
the  locality ;  on  the  contrary,  he  thought 
the  temptation  was  the  other  way,  and  that 
only  when  the  candidate  was  very  strong 
indeed,  would  he  be  selected  in  preference 
to  a  local  man.     He  thought  that  councils 
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should  be  allowed  to  elect  trom  as  wide  a 
field  as  possible  in  order  to  obtain  the 
services  of  the  best  men.  In  asking  him- 
self what  was  the  true  underlying  motive 
for  mufch  of  the  disapproval  that  was  felt 
towards  the  Amendment,  he  could  not 
help  coming  to  the  conclusion  that  there 
was  a  certain  jealousy  of  these  new  bodies 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House,  and  that 
some  honourable  Memliers  were  unwilling 
to  accept  any  Amendment  which  would 
induce  good  men  to  serve.  If  they  were 
satisfied  that  better  people  would  come 
from  the  other  parts  of  London  to  be 
aldermen  or  councillors,  they  ought  to 
give  the  electoral  bodies  the  fullest  free- 
dom to  select  them  with  a  single  eye  for 
the  good  government  of  their  respective 
districts. 

Captain  NORTON  said  that  if  the 
argument  of  the  noble  Lord  were  worth 
anything,  any  men  resident  in  the  Ignited 
Kingdom,  not  merely  in  London,  should 
be  admissible.  Why  should  not  those 
who  happened  to  reside  at  Richmond  or 
West  Ham  be  able  to  take  part  in  the 
local  government  of  other  portions  of 
London  ?  An  honourable  Meml>er  had 
asked  why  they  had  any  fears.  They 
had  fears  because  they  had  in  London 
great  knowledge  of  wire-pulling.  There 
were  a  large  number  of  men  who  in 
certain  localities  were  so  well  known  that 
they  were  able  to  obtain  municipal 
honours.  They  had  not  the  confidence 
of  their  neighbours,  Init  having  wealth  at 
their  disposal,  they  could,  with  comparative 
ease,  succeed,  although  unsuited  for  local 
government,  in  planting  themselves  upon 
the  poorer  constituencies  in  the  East  End. 
It  was  a  remarkable  fact  that  almost  every 
Member  who  had  spoken,  who  hailed  from 
the  East  End  or  represented  a  poor  con- 
stituency, had  been  definitely  against  the 
Amendment.  He  regarded  that  as  one  of 
Ihe  strongest  arguments  against  it.  If 
the  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  interest 
localities  in  local  go^'crnment,  it  was  only 
proper  and  right  that  those  who  belonged 
to  them  should  have  the  honours  and 
dignities  attached  to  the  successful  per- 
formance of  the  duties. 

♦Mr.  KIMBER  (Wandsworth)  said  the 
argument  that  a  man  should  not  be  dis- 
qualified because  he  lived  on  the  further 
side  of  the  road,  along  the  centre  of  which 
the  borough  boundary  ran,  was  very  easily 
disposed  of.     If  he  were  so  discjualified  he 
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would  not  contribute  to  the  rates  of  the 
district  over  which  he  might  be  called  to 
legislate.  He  hoped  they  would  exclude 
from  the  representation  of  the  borough 
councils  anybody  who  bad  not  a  direct 
interest  in  the  boroughs  themselves,  and 
who  might  have  an  interest  in  voting 
for  expenditure  to  which  he  did  not  con- 
tribute. 

*Mr.  marks  said  that  if  it  were  a 
good  thing  that  they  should  elect  for  the 
borough  councils  members  from  London 
at  large,  they  could  hardly  have  too  mmh 
of  it,  and  .the  rule  should  apply  to 
councillors,  aldermen  and  mayors.  The 
success  of  experimental  legislation  must 
depend  in  a  very  large  measure  upon  the 
spirit  in  which  it  was  taken  up  by  the 
people  whom  it  most  directly  concerned. 
After  what  had  taken  place  in  Com- 
mittee, those  who  composed  the  borough 
councils  would  be  justified  in  saying: 
"In  the  opinion  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons there  is  no  reason  why  we  should 
go  outside  our  boundaries  to  find  coun- 
cillors. We  are  good  enough  to  8er\'e  in 
the  ranks;  but  when  it  comes  to  the 
question  of  appointing  officers,  when  it 
comes  to  the  question  of  the  dignities, 
when  it  comes  to  the  question  of  dis- 
tributing the  plums,  then  these  things 
will  not  be  for  us  in  the  limits  of  the 
borough,  but  for  those  great  and  go4»d 
men  who  came  from  the  west,  or  the  south, 
or  the  north."  If  the  Committee  had 
practically  decided  that  it  was  not  a  go(«l 
thing  to  go  outside  the  boundaries  of  a 
borough  for  councillors,  but  that  it  was  ;i 
good  thing  to  go  outside  for  the  one-sixth 
who  would  constitute  the  aldermen,  a 
very  peculiar  position  Wiis  created,  because 
thfit  one-sixth  in  a  large  numl>er  of  cases, 
if  not  in  the  majority  of  cases,  would 
hold  the  balance  of  power  on  the  Council, 
and  vital  questions  affecting  the  locality, 
which  would  come  up  for  decision  befoiv 
those  Councils,  would  depend  upon  the 
ultimate  judgment,  not  of  the  members 
who  represented  the  localities,  but  of  the 
imported  carpet-baggers  from  other  paits 
of  the  Metropolis.  When  it  was  remem- 
bered that  the  county  councils  had  to 
levy  rates,  that  the}'  had  to  vote  upon 
various  questions  of  local  importance,  and 
that  many  questions  would  arise  as  to  the 
apportionment  of  the  cost  of  improve- 
ment between  one  council  and  another — 
and  frequently  between  adjoining  dis- 
tricts, the  difficulties  were  numerous  an<l 
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considerable.  It  was  perfectly  true  that 
there  might  be  a  good  many  more  com- 
petent men  residing  in  one  part  of  Lon- 
don than  another,  but  where  these  men 
were  really  competent,  where  they  really 
desired  to  serv^e  on  these  borough  bodies, 
they  would  be  wanted  in  their  own  con- 
stituencies. He  could  not  help  thinking 
that  the  acceptance  of  the  Amendment 
would  have  the  result  of  suggesting — 
whether  rightly  or  wrongly  he  would 
not  stop  to  inquire — that  it  was  not 
intended  to  give  to  these  new  muni- 
cipalities the  ndl  advantages  of  the  en- 
hanced dignity  which  had  been  claimed 
for  them,  but  that  these  were  to  be  re- 
served for  the  inhabitants  of  the  more 
wealthy  and  distinguished  parts  of  Lon- 
don. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  have  listened 
with   some  interest,  but   I  must  confess 
with  some  surprise  also,  to  the  Debate. 
My  inclinations  are  rather  in  favour  of 
the  Amendment,  but  whether  I  am  right 
or  wrong  I  cannot  understand  the  sub- 
ject  beifig  made  one  of  heated  disputa- 
tion.      Honourable    Members    on    both 
sides  of  the  House,  I  think,  have  talked 
as  if  the    poorer    constituencies  of  the 
Metropolis  would  regard  this  as  a  slight 
deliberately  planned  by  the  Government 
and   inflicted  by  the  House  upon  them. 
Well,  Sir,  I  neeS  hardly  say  that  if  this 
Amendment  were  carried,  that  would  not 
represent  either  the  intentions    of    the 
Government  or  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
I  do  not  believe  that  in  one  case  out  of 
100  these  constituencies  would  think  of 
going   outside   their  own    ai*ca    to   find 
assistance.     The  intention   of  the  Bill  is 
undoubtedly   to  confer  a  greater  dignity 
upon  these  local  bodies,  and  one  method 
of  doing  that  is  to  create  the  office  of 
aldermen,  which  may  form  the  object  of 
local  ambition.     That,  I  am  sure,  will  he 
the  view  taken  by  the  borough  councils, 
and  there  will,  therefore,  be  no  tempta- 
tion  to  go  outside  their  own   numbers, 
except  in  those  very  rare  cases  where  an 
individual  has,  for  some   special  reason, 
made    himself   a   persona  grata    in    the 
locality.     We  have,  I  think,  the  strongest 
confirmation  of  that  view  in  the  action  of 
the    borough   councils  in  the  provinces. 
I  doubt  whether  half  a  dozen  cases  could 
be  produced  of  aldermen  in  the  provincial 
councils. 

Mr.  H.  S.  SAMUEL  :  They  must  have 
a  rating  qualification. 


Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  point  is 
whether  the  Council,  once  elected,  are  to 
go  outside  their  own  meml>ers  for  alder- 
men. 

Mr.  H.  S.  SAMUEL  :  They  do  so.  I 
can  give  several  cases,  one  of  which  is 
that  of  the  honourable  Member  for  South- 
east Durham,  who  has  served  as  councillor 
before. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Then  the 
honourable  Member,  broadly  speaking, 
agrees  with  me.  I  do  not  «ee  why 
the  London  borough  councils  should  })e 
different  from  provincial  borough  coun- 
cils. I  think  they  should  be  exactly  the 
same.  The  operation  of  this  Amendment, 
if  carried,  will  be  very  insignificant.  But, 
of  course,  after  the  strong  expression  of 
opinion  from  the  Members  for  East 
London  on  both  sides  of  the  House,  I  shall 
not  make  a  Government  question  of  the 
Amendment.  Personally  I  retain  my  pre- 
dilection for  the  elasticity  which  the 
Amendment  would  give. 

Sir  BLUNDELL  MAPLE  said  he  was 
glad  the  Government  were  not  going  to 
make  this  a  party  question.  He  felt  it 
was  the  greatest  possible  mistake  for 
councils  to  go  outside  their  own  body  for 
aldermen,  as  it  encouraged  party  politics 
inside  the  chamber,  and  did  not  lead  to 
the  selection  of  the  best  men. 

♦Colonel  HUGHES  believed  that  the 
substance  of  the  Amendment  was  already 
embodied  in  the  Bill,  for  under  the 
London  Government  Act  of  1888  there 
was  power  given  to  elect  aldermen  from 
any  part  of  the  County  of  London  and 
from  outside  the  county,  provided  they 
were  freeholders.  That  provision  was 
carried  into  this  Bill  in  Section  2,  Sub- 
section 3. 

Mr.  R.  G.  WEBSTER  pointed  out  that 
if  aldermen  could  be  elected  from  all  over 
London  it  was  to  a  body  which  had  to 
deal  with  the  whole  of  London,  whereas 
now  they  were  dealing  with  the  constitu- 
tion of  purely  local  bodies.  Ten  aldermen 
were  to  be  elected  for  St.  Pancras,  and  he 
protested  strongly  against  their  being 
chosen  from  outside  St.  Pancras,  as  there 
were  plenty  of  suitable  men  in  the  con- 
stituency. He  could  understand  very 
well  the  position  taken  up  by  his  honour- 
able friend  the  Member  for  Chelsea,     He 
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had  the  honour  of  being  an  alderman  of 
the  London  County  Council,  and  was  one 
of  those  gentlemen  who  wished  to  rule 
the  whole  of  London.  He  did  not  think 
it  would  be  in  the  interest  of  local  self- 
government  to  make  the  selection  from 
outside. 

Mr.  GODDARD  (Ipswich)  said  that 
no  doubt  there  were  many  cases  in  which 
provincial  municipal  boroughs  had  elected 
aldermen  from  outside  the  council.  In 
Ipswich  he  could  recall  many  instances. 
But  was  there  not  a  great  difference 
between  that  case  and  the  case  of  London? 
Gentlemen  elected  as  aldermen  in  munici- 
pal boroughs  had  certain  qualifications 
locally,  and  there  would  not  be  the  same 
objection  to  a  similar  system  applying  in 
London  if  the  aldermen  selected  resided 
in  the  district  included  in  the  borough. 
But  the  amendment  would  enable  them 
to  be  chosen  from  any  part  of  London  to 
sit  in  any  particular  borough  council,  and 
that  was  where  the  injustice  came  in.  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  had  somewhat 
complained  that  the  argument  on  the 
point  had  been  heated,  but  he  seemed  not 
to  know  how  people  objected  to  have 
their  local  influence  over-ridden  by  gen- 
tlemen from  outside. 

Mr.  HUBBARD  (Lambeth,  Brixton), 
said  he  thought  the  opposition  to  the 
Amendment  was  founded  on  a  fallacy. 
The  honourable  Member  for  East  St. 
Pancras  expressed  a  fear  that  ten  gentle- 
men from  Chelsea  would  go  down  to  his 
constituency  to  manage  local  affairs  there. 
But  he  overlooked  the  fact  that  if  they 
did  go  it  would  be  liot  at  their  own  wish 
but  at  the  request  of  the  council.  Every 
Member  who  had  spoken  against  the 
Amendment  had  argued  as  if  it  were 
proposed  to  take  away  from  the  borough 
councils  the  power  of  choosing  the  alder- 
men, and  he  did  protest  against  what  was 
an  actual  pri>dlege  being  interpreted  as  a 


slight  and  indignity  on  the  Council.  It 
was  only  giving  the  freest  expression  and 
liberty  to  that  democratic  choice  which 
every  council  should  possess.  Suppose  a 
council  went  outside  its  own  body  and 
selected  the  right  honourable  Baronet  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  London  as 
an  alderman,  would  he  not  be  a  source  of 
strength  to  the  council  ? 

Mr.  H.  S.  SAMUEL  hgped  honourable 
Members  from  the  East  End  of  London 
would  fight  this  question  asa  matter  of  prin- 
ciple. The  law,  so  far  as  London  municipal 
councils  was  concerned,  was  quite  different 
from  that  affecting  provincial  councils. 
In  this  matter  they  ought  to  be  guided 
by  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown.  As  had 
been  pointed  out,  sub-section  B  of  section 
10  of  the  Municipal  Corporations  Act 
required  that  anyone  elected  as  an  alder- 
man should  possess  certain  rating  or 
occupying  qualifications  in  the  borough, 
and  surely  no  man  who  had  not  such  a 
qualification  ought  to  be  allowed  to  sit  on 
a  council  and  spend  the  ratepayers'  money. 
Yet  that  was  what  this  Amendment 
proposed.  He  hoped  the  Committee  by 
its  vote  would  affirm  the  principle  he  had 
cited  from  the  Municipal  Corporations 
Act. 

Mr.  COHEN  said  the  Amendment  gave 
the  borough  councils  exactly  the  same 
facility  as  that  which  the  right  honour- 
able Gentleman  proposed  to  give  honour- 
able Members  in  voting  upon  it — full 
liberty  of  action.  Honourable  Gentlemen 
opposite  who  were  members  of  the  London 
County  Council  had  in  the  past  shown 
their  readiness  to  avail  themselves  of  this 
power  of  electing  aldermen  from  outside 
the  council. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  1 34  ; 
Noes,  221.     (Division  List,  No.  121.) 


Acland-Hood,  Capt.  Sir  A.  F. 
Anstruther,  H.  T. 
Arnold,  Alfred 
Arrol,  Sir  William 
Atkinson,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Bagot,  Capt.  JoscelineFitzRoy 
Baird,  John  George  Alexander 
Balfour,  RtHnGerald  W(Leeds 
Banbury,  Frederick  George 
Barry,  Sir  Francis  T.  ( Windsor) 
Bartley,  George  C.  T. 

Mr.  Pi.  G,  Webster, 


AYES. 

Barton,  Dunbar  Plnnket 
Beach,Rt,  Hn,  SirM.  H.  (Bristol 
Begg,  Ferdinand  Faitlifull 
Bereflford,  Lord  Cliarles 
Bond,  Edward 
Boscawen,  Arthur  Gritiith- 
Bowles,  T.  Gil^on  (Lynn  Regis 
Brassey,  Albert 
Brodrick,  Rt.  Hn.  St.  John 
Bryce,  Ut.  Hn.  James 
Butcher,  John  George 


Buxton,  Sydney  Charles 
Carmicliael,  Sir  T.  D.  Gibson - 
Cavendwh,  R.  F.  (N.  Lanc».) 
Cavendish, V.  C.W.(Derbysh.) 
Cecil,  Evelyn  (Hertford,  East) 
Cecil,  Lord  Hugli  (Greenwich) 
Chaplin,  Rt.  Hon.  Henry 
Charrington,  Spencer 
Clarke,Sir  Ed  ward(  Plymouth) 
Coddington,  Sir  William 
Cohen,  Benjamin  Louis 
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( *olom1),SirJohnCharleftReady 
Cook,  Fred.  Lucas  (Lanibetli) 
Corbett,  A.('ameron((Tlasgow) 
( *ornwiUliH,  FieiineMStanleyW. 
Cotton- Jwlrell,  Col.Eclw.T.D. 
Cranborne,  Viscount 
Crii>j)A,  Charles  Alfred 
CuDitt,  Hon.  Henry 
Dalryuiple,  Sir  Charles 
Donkin,  Richard  Sim 
Doughty,  George 
Douglas,  Charles  M.  (Lanark) 
Ferguson,  K.  C.  Munro  (Leith) 
Finlay,  Sir  Robert  Bannatyne 
Fisher,  William  Hayes 
FitzGerald,SirRobertPenrose- 
Fitzmaurice,  Lord  Edmond 
Folkestone,  Viscount 
C;arlit,  WUliam 
C;ibbs,Hn.A.G.H.  (CityofLon. 
Gilliat,  John  Saunders 
(vordon,  Hon.  John  Edwanl 
(iorst,  Ut.Hon.Sir  John  Kldon 
Graham,  Henry  Robert 
Gunter,  Colonel 
Haldane,  Richard  Burden 
Halsev,  Thomas  Frederick 
Hamiiton,Rt.  Hn.  LonKveorge 
Hardy,  Laurence 
Haslett,  Sir  James  Homer 
Hayne,  Rt.  Hn.  Charles  Seale- 
Hoare,  Samuel  (Norwich) 
Hornby,  Sir  William  Henry 
Howard,  Joseph 
Hubbard,  Hon.  Evelyn 
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Hudson,  George  BickerHteth 
Hughes,  Colonel  Edwin 
Hutton,  Alfretl  E.  (Morley) 
Hutton,  John  (Yorkn,  N.R.) 
Jebb,  Richard  Claverhouse 
Johnstone,  Heywood  (Sussex) 
Jolliife,  Hon.  H.  Geoive 
Kay-Shuttleworth,RtHn  SirU 
Kenyon-Slaney,  Col.  William 
Keswick,  William 
Knowles,  Lees 
Lafone,  Alfred 

Leese,Sir Joseph  F.  ( Accrington 
Llewellyn,  Evan  H.  (Somerset 
Long,  Rt.  Hn.  Walter  (L'pool) 
Lopes,  Henry  Yarde  BuIIer 
Lowe,  Francis  William 
Macartney,  W.  G.  Ellison 
Maclver,  David  (Liveroool) 
Maclure,  Sir  John  William 
Malcolm,  Ian 

Middlemore,  John  Throcmort. 
Monckton,  Edward  Philip 
Monk,  Charles  James 
Moon,  Edward  Robert  Pacy 
Mount,  William  George 
Murray,RtHn  A  Graham(Bute 
Murray,  Col.  Wyndham  (Bath) 
Myers,  William  Henry 
Newark,  Viscount 
Northcote,  Hn.  Sir  H.  SUfford 
Orr-Ewing,  Charles  Lindsay 
Penn,  John 

Philippe,  John  Wynford 
Phillpotts,  Captain  Arthur 
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Platt-Higgins,  Frederick 
Priej«tley,Sir  W.O.(  Edinburgh 
Rankin,*  Sir  James 
Ritchie,  Rt.  Hn.  C.  Thom|)Mon 
Robertson,  Herbert  (Hackney) 
Round,  James 
Russell,  T.  W.  (TjTone) 
Sliarpe, William  Edward  T. 
Sidebotham,  J.  W.  (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom,Williani(Derbysh. 
Smith,  James  Parker(Lanarks. 
Spencer,  Ernest 
Stanley,  Henry  M.  (Lambeth) 
Stewart,  SirMark  J.M'Ta^^gart 
Sturt,  Hon.  Humphry  Napier 
Talbot,  Lord  E.  (Chichester) 
Thomas,  Abel  (Carmarthen,  E. ) 
Trevelyan,  Charles  Philips 
Tritton,  C/liarles  Ernest 
Walton,  J.  Lawsou  (Leeds,  S.) 
Wanklyii,  James  Leslie 
Warde,  Lieut. -Col.  C.  (Kent) 
Warr,  Augustus  Frederick 
Wharton,  Rt.  Hon.  John  Lloyd 
Wodehouse,Rt.Hn.E.R.(Bath) 
Woltr,  Gustav  Wilhelm 
Wortley,  Rt.Hn.  C.  B.  Stuart- 
Wylie,  Alexander 
Wyndham,  George 
Wyndham-Quin,  Major  W.  H. 
Young,  Commander  (Berks,£.) 

Tellers  for  the  Ayes— Mr, 
Whitmore  and  Mr.  W.  F.  D. 
Sinith. 


Abraham,  William  (Cork,N .  E. ) 
Allan,  William  (Gateshead) 
Allen,  W.  (Newc.  under  Lyme) 
Allison,  Robert  Andrew 
Allsopp,  Hon.  George 
Archdale,  Eilward  Mervyn 
Ascroft,  Robert 
Asher,  Alexander 
Asquith,  Rt.  Hon.  Herbert  H. 
Austin,  Sir  John  (Yorkshire) 
Bailey,  James  (Walworth) 
liainbridi^,  Emerson 
Baker,  Sir  John 
IVilcarres,  Lonl 
Balfour,  Rt.  Hn.  J.  Blair  (Clack. 
Barlow,  John  Enmiott 
Barnes,  Frederic  (».       [Hunts 
Bjirry,  Rt.  Hn.  A.  H.  Smith 
liayley,  Thomas  (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont,  Wentworth  (.'.  B. 
Beckett,  Ernest  William 
Bethell,  Commander 
Billson,  Alfred 
Bolton,  Thomas  Dolling 
Boustield,  William  RoMrt 
Bowles,  Capt.  H.F.( Middlesex 
Brunner,  Sir  John  Tomlinson 
Buclianan,  Thomas  Rybum 
Bunlett-C^outts,  W. 
Bums,  John 
Caldwell,  James 
r'anieron.  Sir  t'harles  ((xl&sgow 
Cameron,  Robert  (Durham) 
Campliell-liannerman,  Sir  H. 
(*auston,  Richanl  Knight 
Chaloner,  Captain  R.  G.  W. 


NOES. 

Chamberlain,  Rt.  Hon.  J.  (Bir. 
Chamberlain,  J.Austen  (Wore. 
Channing,  Francis  AUston 
Clark,  Dr.  G.  B.  (Caithness-sh) 
Clough,  Walter  Owen 
Cochrane,  Hon.  Thos.  H.  A.  E. 
Coghill,  Douglas  Harry 
CoUings,  Rt.  Hon.  Jesse 
Colston,  Clias.  Eilw.  H.  Athole 
Compton,  Lord  Alw^'ne 
Crombie,  John  Willmm 
Cross,  Alexander  (Glasgow) 
Cross,  Herb.  Shepnerd( Bolton) 
Curran,  Thomas  B.  (Donegal) 
Cnrran,  Thomas  (Sligo,  S.) 
Currie,  Sir  Donald 
Curzon,  Viscount 
Dalbiac,  Colonel  Philip  Hugh 
Dalkeitli,  Earl  of 
Daly,  James 
Dalziel,  James  Henry 
Da^'ies,  M.  Vaughaii-(Cardigan 
Dickson- Poyn<&r,  Sir  John  P. 
Dillon,  John 
Donelan,  Captain  A. 
Doogan,  P.  C. 

Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Duncombe,  Hon.  Hubert  V. 
Dunn,  Sir  William 
Ei^rton,  Hon.  A.  de  Tattoe 
Elliot,  Hon.  A.  Ralph  Douglas 
Ellis,  John  Edwanl 
Farquliarson,  Dr.  Rol^ert 
Fellowes,  Hon.  Ailwyn  Edward 
Fen  wick,  Charles 
Fergusson,  Rt.  Hn.Sir  J.(Man. 


Forster,  Henry  William 
Foster,  Colonel  (Lancaster) 
Foster,  Sir  Walter  (Derby  Co. 
Fowler,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Henry 
Galloway,  William  Jolmson 
Gibbe,  Hon.  Vicary(St.  Albans) 
Gladstone,  Rt.  Hn.  Herbert  J. 
Goddard,  Daniel  Ford 
Godson,  Sir  Augustus  F. 
Gold,  Cliarles 

Golds  worthy,  Major-General 
Gourley,Sir£dwardTemperley 
(vrey,  Sir  Edward  (Berwick) 
Giiraon,  Sir  William  Brampton 
Hanson,  Sir  Rmnald 
Hatch,  Ernest  Frederick  Geo. 
Heaton,  John  Henniker 
Helder,  Augustus 
Hemphill,  Rt.  Hon.  Charles  H. 
Hickman,  Sir  Alfred 
Hoare,  Ed.  Brodie(Hampstead 
Holland,  Hon.  Lionel  R.  (Bow) 
Homiman,  Frederick  John 
Howell,  William  Tudor 
Jeffreys,  Arthur  Frederick 
Je8sel,Captain  Herbert  Merton 
Johnson- Ferguson,  Jabez  Edw. 
Jones,  William  (Caniar\'onsh.) 
Kearley,  Hudson  £. 
Kemp,  George 
Kenyon,  James 
Kimber,  Henry 
King,  Sir  Henry  Seymour 
Kinloch,  Sir  Jotin  U.  Smyth 
Lambert,  George 
Lawrence,Sir  £.  Duming-(Com 
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Lawson,  John  Grant  (Yorks) 
Lawson,  Sir  Wilfrid  (Cum' land 
Leng,  Sir  Jolin 
Lewis,  John  Herbert 
Lockwood,  Lt.-Col.  A.  R. 
Loder,  Gerald  Walter  Erskine 
Long,  Col.  C.  W.  (Evesham) 
Lough,  Thomas 
Lucas-Shadwell,  William 
Lyttelton,  Hon.  Alfred 
Macaleese,  Daniel 
Macdona,  John  Cumming 
M*Aithur,  Charles  (Liverpool) 
M* Arthur,  William  (Cornwall 
M'Ghee,  Richard 
M'lver,  Sir  Lewis  (Edin.W.) 
M'Kenna,  Reginald 
M'Laren,  Charles  Benjamin 
M'Leod,  John 
*MaddLson,  Fred. 
Maple,  Sir  John  Blundell 
Martin,  Richard  Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn.  W.  F. 
MelviUe,  Beresford  Valentine 
Mendl,  SigLsmund  Ferdinand 
Meysey-Tliompson,  Sir  H.  M. 
Milbank,  Sir  Powlett  Chas.  Jn. 
Milward,  Colonel  Victor 
Molloy,  Bernard  Charles 
Montagu,  SirS.  (Whitechapel) 
Moore,  Arthur  (LondondeiTy) 
Moore,  William  (Antrim,  N.) 
More,Robt,  Jasper  (Shropshire) 
Morley,  Charles  (Breconshire) 
Morley,  Rt.  Hn.  J.  (Montrose) 
Morton,  Arthur  H.  A.  (Deptfd) 
Morton,  Edw.  J.  C.  (Devonjjort 
Moss,  Samuel 
Moulton,  John  Fletcher 
Murray,  Charles  J.  (Coventry) 
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Newdigate,  Francis  Alexander 
Nicol,  Donald  Ninian 
Norton,  Capt.  Cecil  William 
Nussey,  Thomas  Willans 
O'Connor,  Aithur  (Donegal) 
O'Connor,  James  (Wicklow,W. 
O'Malley,  William 
Palmer,SirCharlesM.  ( Durham 
Palmer,  George  W.  (Reading) 
Paulton,  .fames  Mellor 
Pearson,  Sir  Weetman  D. 
Pease,  Herl)ert  P.  (Darlington) 
Pease,  Joseph  A.  (Northumb.) 
Pender,  Sir  James 
Percy,  Earl 

Perks,  Rol)ert  William 
Pickersgill,  Edwanl  Hare 
Pilkington,  Richard 
Power,  l*atrick  Joseph 
Price,  Robert  John 
Priestley,  Brings  (Yorks.) 
Pryce- Jones,  Lt.-Col.  Edward 
Purvis,  Robert 
Rasch,  Major  Frederic  Carne 
Reckitt,  Harold  Jamas 
Richardson,  J.  (Durham,  S.  E. ) 
Rickett,  J.  Compton 
Roberts,  John  H.  (Denbighs.) 
Robson,  William  Snowdon 
Russell,  (tcu.  F.  S.  (Cheltenham 
Samuel,  H.  S.  (Limehouse) 
Samuel,  J.  (Stockton  on  Tees) 
Schwann,  Charles  E. 
Scott,  Chas.  Prestwich  (Leigh) 
Seely,  Charles  Hilton 
Seton-Karr,  Henry 
Sinclair,  Capt.  J.  (Forfarshire 
Soames,  Artliur  Wellesley 
Souttar,  Robinson 
Spicer,  Albert 
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Stanhope,  Hon.  Philip  J. 
Stanley,  Hon.  A.  (OrnL*5kirki 
Stanley,  Edward  J.  (Sonier^iet 
Stanley,  Lord  (I^ncs. ) 
Steiulman,  William  Charles 
Stephens,  Henry  Charles 
Stone,  Sir  Benjamin 
Strachey,  Edwanl 
Strauss,  Artliur 
Stuart,  James  (Shoredit<?h) 
Sullivan,  Donal  ( Westniejitli) 
Tennant,  Harohl  John 
Thomas,  Alfred  (Glamorgan, £. 
Thorbum,  Walter 
Wallace,  Robert  (Edinlrargli) 
Walhice,  Roliert  (Perth) 
Walrond,Rt.  Hn.  Sir  Wni.  H. 
Walton,  Joseph  (Barnsley) 
Warner,  Thoma,s  CourU'nav  T. 
Welister,  K.  G.  (St.  Panoni-' 
Webster,  Su'  R.  E.  (L  of  Wi-hi 
Wedderlmm,  Sir  WilliAin 
Weir,  James  Galloway 
Well)y,  Lieut. -Col.  A.  C.  E. 
Whiteley,  George  (Stock[)ort ) 
Whit  taker,  Thomas  Palmer 
Williams,  Joseph  Powell  -  ( Binu 
Wills,  Sir  William  Henr\' 
Wilson,  Henry  J.  (York,  Vs\  K. 
Wilson,  John  (Falkirk) 
Wilson,  John  (Go van) 
Wilson,  J.  W.  (Worce8terah,N. 
Wilson,  Jos,H.(Middlesbrough 
Woods,  Samuel 
Wyvill,  Marmaduke  D'Arcy 
Younij,  Sanmel  (Cavan,  East) 
Yoxall,  James  Henry 

Tellers  for  the  koEs — Mr. 
Marks  and  Mr.  Gouldinir. 


Captain  SINCLAIR  said  the  next 
Amendment  which  stood  in  his  name  was  to 
insert  words  providing  that  the  poll  should 
be  kept  open  until  10  o'clock  at  night.  He 
held  that  this  extension  was  necessary  to 
meet  the  needs  of  classes  who  had  to  go 
lon^  distances  to  work  and  to  return 
again  at  night.  Many  of  the  working 
classes  did  not  leave  work  till  seven  at 
night,  and  they  had  the  greatest  difficulty 
in  getting  to  the  poll  by  eight  o'clock. 

Amendment  proposed,  after  the  words 
last  added,  to  add  the  words — 

"  Provided  that  at  every  election  of  coun- 
cillors under  this  Act  the  poll  (if  any)  shall 
eommeiice  at  eight  o'clock  in  the  forenoon  and 
be  kept  open  till  ten  o'clock  in  the  afternoon  of 
the  same  day,  and  no  lon«;er,*'— (CVry//ff//i 
Hinclair. ) 

Question  proposed— 

"  That  those  words  l>e  there  added." 

Sir  R.  B.  FINLAY  hoped  the  Amend- 
ment would  not  be  pressed.  No  doubt  there 


was  a  precedent  for  it  in  the  case  of  the 
election  of  guardians  in  London,  where, 
by  order  of  the  County  Council,  the  hours 
could  be  extended,  but  the  present 
arrangement  had  hitherto  worked  satis- 
factorily, and  as  it  was  in  accoi-dance  with 
the  general  law  he  thought  it  should  be 
maintained. 

Mr.  STUART  supported  the  Amend- 
ment,  on  the  ground  that  many  working 
men  had  to  leave  their  homes  before  the 
poll  opened  and  could  not  get  Iwick  b}'  8 
p.m.  The  polling  booths  were  always 
very  crowded  during  the  last  hour.  He 
had  made  carefid  inquiry  in  the  district 
with  which  he  was  more  particularly 
connected,  and  he  had  found  that  the 
extension  would  l)enefit  both  political 
parties  equally.  He  understood  that  one 
of  the  objects  of  the  Bill  was  to  create  a 
larger  amount  of  interest  in  the  elections, 
and  he  believed  that  tlie  Amendment 
would  enable  large  numbers  to  vote  who 
were  now  excluded  by  the  closing  of  the 
poll  at  8  p.m. 
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♦Mr.  SPICER  (Monmouth  Boroughs) 
Sjiid  that  as  ono  who  had  lived  in  London 
all  his  life,  and  knew  something  of  the 
conditions  of  the  employment  of  the 
people,  he  was  convinced  that  if  the  closing 
hour  remained  at  8  p.m.  a  large  number 
of  clerks  and  shop  assistants  would  be 
disfranchised.  No  doubt  daily  work  com- 
menced later  in  London  than  in  the 
country,  but  it  also  ended  later,  and  hence 
it  was  desirable  to  keep  the  poll  open  till 
10  p.m. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  believed  that  however 
late  the  poll  was  kept  open  a  certain 
number  of  people  would  refrain  from 
voting  until  the  last  moment.  It  should 
be  remembered  that  they  had  a  staff  of 
clerks  engaged  in  the  polling  booths  from 
8  a.m.  to  8  p.m.,  and  it  would  be  very 
hard  on  them  to  make  them  work  14 
hours.  In  Parliamentary  elections,  in 
which  the  poll  closed  at  8  p.m.,  90  per 
cent,  of  the  electors  registered  their  votes, 
and  the  same  percentage  ought  in  munici- 
pal elections  to  record  their  votes  in  the 
same  hours. 

Mr.  SOAMES  (Norfolk,  S.)  said  he 
shoidd  be  siuprised  to  hear  of  any  place 
in  which  90  per  cent,  of  the  electors 
jx)lled. 

Mr.  BARTLEY:  In  some  Parlia- 
mentary divisions  in  London  we  certainly 
get  90  per  cent. 

Mr.  SOAMES  said  he  should  like  to  see 
the  figures.  It  was  all  very  well  to  argue 
that  it  wouhl  Iks  imfair  to  the  polling 
(.lerkH  to  make  them  work  more  than  12 
hours  a  day  ;  but  how  aUnit  the  working 
men  who  had  to  do  it  every  day?  If 
they  asked  these  men's  wives  they  would 
be  told,  "  My  husl>and  leaves  home  before 
eight  in  the  morning  and  will  not  be  back 
till  after  eight  at  night."  He  submitted 
it  was  absolutely  necessary  to  extend  the 
hours,  and  he  hoped  that  under  the 
circumstances  the  Leader  of  the  House 
would  leave  his  followers  free  to  vote  as 
they  liked. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  said  the  matter 
was  an  important  one,  and  could  not  be 
dismissed  in  the  cavalier  manner  which  the 
honourable  Member  for  Islin^^ton  had 
adopted.  He  certainly  should  like  to 
know  of  any  Parliamentary  division  in 
which  90  per  cent,  of  the  electors  pollod. 


It  assuredly  was  not  the  case  in  the  East 
End  of  London,  where  hundreds  were 
simply  disfranchised  by  the  early  hours  of 
closing  the  poll.  He  thought  they  were 
entitled  to  something  more  than  the  per- 
functory reply  given  by  the  Solicitor- 
General.  London  was  a  city  by  itself, 
and  country  precedents  could  not  be 
applied  to  it. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  (Battersea)  de- 
clared that  though,  no  doubt,  skilled  and 
unskilled  labourers  might  be  able  to  vote 
between  five  and  eight  o'clock,  there 
were  thousands  of  clerks,  warehousemen, 
and  railway  employees  working  many 
miles  from  home  who  did  not  leave  worK 
till  7  p.m.  They  were  the  ones  who  were 
disfranchised.  He  knew  that  in  his  own 
district  at  Glapham  and  Brixton  hundreds 
were  unable  to  vote  in  the  School  Board 
and  County  Council  elections  because 
they  did  not  leave  their  work  in  the  City 
until  after  7  o'clock.  He  hoped  that  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  would  agree 
to  extend  the  hour  'to  10  o'clock,  or  at 
least  to  9. 

Mr.  ASQUITH  (Fife,  E.)  thought 
that  the  balance  of  argument  was  very 
strongly  in  favour  of  an  Amendment  in 
the  sense  of  that  moved  by  his  honourable 
and  gallant  friend.  This  was,  admittedly, 
not  in  any  sense  a  party  matter,  and  he 
could  not  help  hoping,  therefore,  that  the 
Government  would  make  some  response  to 
the  appeal  addressed  to  them.  It  was 
j  impossible  in  this  case  to  ignore  the  fact 
that  London  had  hevu  already  treated  as 
a  place  which  rer(uired  exceptional  legisla- 
tion in  matters  of  this  kind.  If  there  had 
l)een  a  uniform  rule  as  regards  the  hours  of 
poll,  tlien  he  would  admit  that  there 
might  be  a  jmnui  facie  objection  to  the 
change.  The  conditions  of  London  labour 
were  exceptional,  and  required  excep- 
tional legislation  to  enable  large  numbers 
of  people  to  exercise  the  vote.  He  could 
not  see  any  ground,  either  of  principle  or 
expediency,  for  preventing  the  extension 
of  exceptional  treatment  to  London  on 
this  question. 

Mr.  BOUSFIELD  (Hackney,  N.) 
said  this  was  not  a  party  matter  at  all 
Many  Membei's  on  his  side  of  the  House 
would  regret  that  it  should  go  forth  to 
London  that  a  party  division  was  taken  as 
to  whether  the  poll  should  be  kept  open 
an  hour  or  two  longer.      In  fiang  the 
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hours  of  polling  regard  should  be  had  to 
the  convenience  of  the  large  majority  of 
voters.  The  convenience  of  the  large 
majority  differed  in  different  parts  of 
London,  and  he  ventured  to  suggest  as  a 
compromise  that  it  should  be  left  as  a 
matter  of  local  option,  having  regard  to  the 
circumstances  of  the  particular  locality,  to 
extend  the  hour  to  9  o'clock.  He  re- 
presented a  portion  of  London  where  a 
large  number  of  working  men  could 
not  get  home  in  time  to  vote  before 
8  o'clock,  and  the  extra  hour  would  enable 
an  increased  number  to  record  their  votes 
over  those  who.  did  so  at  present.  He 
agreed  with  the  Government  that  8  o'clock 
should  be  the  normal  hour,  and  he 
thought  that  10  went  too  far  in  the  other 
direction. 

Captain  NORTON  most  heartily  sup- 
ported the  Amendment  of  his  honourable 
and  gallant  friend,  because  that  gentleman 
had  considerable  knowledge  of  the  subject, 
not  only  in  connection  with  the  London 
County  Council,  but  with  philanthropic 
movements  in  the  East  End.  He  himself 
had  had  considerable  experience  as  to  the 
hours  when  working  men  returned  to 
their  homes  at  night,  and  he  could  say 
that  to  fix  the  close  of  the  poll  at  8 
o'clock  would  be  to  disfranchise  a  large 
proportion  of  working  men.  Further, 
when  the  elections  took  place  in  the 
summer  months  a  large  proportion  were 
disfranchised  because  they  had  to  go  to 
their  work  outside  the  radius  of  London. 
Honourable  Members  had  pleaded  against 
the  Amendment  that  it  would  cause  the 
BtaflF  to  be  employed  two  hours  extra,  but 
the  staff  might  very  well  work  an  hour 
later  when  they  were  highly  paid  for  it. 
The  same  honourable  Gentlemen  had 
spoken  of  90  per  cent,  of  the  voters  in 
London  going  to  the  poll.  This  was 
preposterous.  The  highest  percentage 
was  in  Woolwich,  where  72  per  cent, 
voted,  but  that  was  at  a  Parliamentary 
election,  and  the  voters  were  resident  on 
the  spot.  In  other  parts  of  London,  even 
in  Parliamentary  elections,  it  depended 
frequently  on  whether  a  man  succeeded  in 
catching  a  'bus,  a  tram,  or  a  train  as  to 
whether  he  would  be  able  to  vote  or  not. 
If  the  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  create  an 
interest  in  local  government,  surely  they 
ought  to  provide  for  bringing  as  lar^e  a 
number  of  voters  to  the  poll  as  possible. 
With  the  present  hour  there  was  always 
Bit  unseenUy  rush  of  people  to  the  poll  at 

Mr,  Bausjield. 


the  last  moment.  Ketunis  in  regard  to  the 
School  Board  Elections  in  one  district 
showed  that  up  to  1  o'clock  210  had 
voted,  at  5  o'clock  397,  at  6  o'clock  456, 
at  7  o'clock  544,  at  8  o'clock  820,  and  at 
9  o'clock  9  26.  These  figures  demonstrated 
the  extreme  importance  of  the  extension 
of  the  polling.  Where  the  poll  Iiad  been 
extended  to  9  o'clock  there  had  been 
nothing  approaching  riotous  proceedings^ 
and  even  ft  a  very  small  proportion  went 
to  the  poll  under  the  influence  of  liquor, 
that  was  no  reason  why  the  majority  of 
the  constituency  should  be  deprived  of 
their  votes. 

♦Sir  CHARLES  DILKE  (Gloucester, 
Forest  of  Dean)  said  the  Ck)mmittee  had 
forgotten  the  extent  to  which  London 
had  been  treated  exceptionally  in  this 
matter.  Long  ago,  when  Parliamentary 
elections  closed  at  4  and  5  o'clock 
in  the  rest  of  the  United  Kingdom, 
London  had  already  an  8  o'clock  polL 
He  had  personally  investigated  the  sul>- 
ject,  and  found  that  even  after  the  hours 
of  polling  had  been  extended  to  8  o'clock 
large  numbers  were  disfranchised.  It 
was  also  found,  after  litigation,  that  those 
who  had  got  into  the  polling  room  could 
not  vote  when  the  hour  arrived.  So  far 
as  he  knew,  the  only  reason  which  had 
been  alleged  against  the  extension  of  the 
hour  was  the  work  of  the  clerks.  As 
matters  stood  it  was  an  exceptional  day's 
work  for  a  highly  trained  staff.  More- 
over it  was  proved  that  some  of  the  staflf 
were  generally  employed  at  the  counting, 
and  the  counting  frequently  went  on  to 
midnight  or  1  o'clock  in  the  morning.  If 
the  staff  were  able  to  conduct  the  business 
of  counting  after  the  work  they  had  done 
in  the  polling  booths,  he  submitted  that 
this  exceptionally  trained  staff  would  be 
quite  able  to  carry  on  their  work  at  the 
poll  for  an  hour  or  two  longer. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  asked  whether 
the  Solicitor-General  or  the  Leader  of  the 
House  could  give  any  substantial  reasons 
why  the  proposed  extension  should  not  be 
made.  The  only  reason  he  had  heard 
was  that  it  would  impose  extra  work  on  a 
few  officials.  Well,  that  meant  only  once 
in  three  years,  and  their  convenience 
ought  not  to  stand  in  the  way  of  the 
convenience  of  the  electors. 

Mr.  A.J.  BALFOUR:  It  is  quite  clear 
that  this  is  a  question  on  which,  from  the 
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nature  of  the  case,  considerations  may  be 
adduced  on  both  sides.     It  can  only  be 
decided  on  the  balance  of  the  argiunent. 
So  far  as  the  two  most  important  elections 
in  London  are  concerned,  namely,  Parlia- 
mentary and  County  Council,  Parliament 
has  decided  in  favour  of  the  poll  closing 
at  8  o'clock,  although,  no  doubt,  in  the 
case  of  the  School  Board  election,  the 
poll  was  extended  to  9  o'clock.    In  the 
case  of  vestries  the  polling  is  also  from 
8  in  the  morning  to  8  at  night.    It  is 
X)os8ible,   I  do  not  deny  it,   that   even 
the  twelve  hours  during  which  the  poll  is 
open  may  be  insufficient,  but  I  would 
point  out  to  the  right  honourable  Baronet 
that  since  the  twelve  hours'  polling  has 
been  fixed  by  Parliament  the  hours  of 
labour  have  been  considerably  diminished. 
If  8  o'clock  was  a  suitable  hour  for  closing 
the  poll  when  Parliament  last  discussed 
the  question,  it  is  still  more  suitable  at 
the  present  time,  when  the  fact  is  taken 
into  account  that   there  has  been  this 
diminution  in  the  hours  of  labour.     If 
the  hours  are  to  be  changed  for  London 
elections,  they  should  be  changed  for  all 
London  after  a  careful  enquiry  in  regard 
to  all  London.     I  do  not  think  it  would 
be  desirable  in  regard  to  this  Bill  to  make 
an  exception  to  the  decision  which  the 
House  deliberately  came  to  with  reference 
to  the  more  important  elections. 

Mil,  JOHN  BURNS  said  the  House 
ought  to  l)e  well  up  in  the  facts.  In 
regard  to  School  Bioard  elections,  1x)th 
parties  agreed  that  the  hours  should  bo 
extended  from  8  to  9.  That  had  been 
done  on  two  occasions,  and  the  result  was 
that  from  8  to  9,  more  voters  polled  than 
between  7  and  8.  The  Boards  of  Guard- 
ians had  asked  the  London  County  Council 
to  extend  the  hours  from  ,8  to  10,  and 
this  had  })een  done  to  the  great  satisfaction 
1x)th  of  the  electors,  and  of  the  candidates 
of  different  views.  If  that  could  be  done 
with  the  School  Board  and  the  Boards  of 
Guardians^  it  surely  could  be  done  in  the 
case  of  the  new  councils,  in  which  even 
more  interest  would  be  taken.  He 
appealed  to  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  to  recognise  another  fact.  The 
Vestries  had  frequently  changed  the 
election  day  from  an  ordinary  working 
day  to  a  Saturday,  so  as  to  give  a  large 
number  of  clerks  and  warehousemen  an 
opportunity  of  voting.  The  effect  had 
been  to  materially  increase  the  number  of 
voters  going  to  the  poll.      If  the  First 


Lord  of  the  Treasury  were  to  declare  that 
henceforth  all  those  elections  would  take 
place  on  Saturday,  there  would  be  no 
reason  to  extend  the  hours  from  8  to 
10.  But  if  he  could  not  do  so,  then  in 
the  face  of  experience,  and  the  complex 
conditions  of  London  life,  the  hours  of 
polling  should  be  extended  as  proposed 
in  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  STEADMAN  appealed  to  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  to  grant  this 
moderate  concession.  The  right  honour- 
able Gentleman  said  that  the  hours  of 
labour  had  been  reduced,  and  that  working 
men  had  time  to  vote  in  the  twelve  hours 
at  their  disposal.  But  that  applied  to  a 
very  small  section  of  the  working  classes. 
In  the  East-end  of  London  men  were 
employed  in  warehouses  till  7  in  the 
evening.  Many  of  them  were  glad  to  get 
home,  and  if  after  a  cup  of  tea  they 
rushed  to  the  polling-booth,  the  conse- 
quence was  the  crowd  of  voters  was  so 
great  that  they  could  not  record  their 
votes.  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
himself  deplored  the  apathy  in  London  in 
regard  to  elections  at  the  present  time. 
The  only  way  to  decrease  that  apathy 
was  to  enable  every  voter  to  record 
his  vote.  He  woula  like  to  take  the 
First  Lord  down  to  Mile-end  on  the  17th 
of  this  month,  where  he  would  find  that 
from  8  o'clock  in  the  morning  to  5  in 
the  afternoon  the  presiding  officers  and 
their  clerks  had  nothing  to  do  but  to  sit 
and  smoke  their  ci^rs.  If  inquiry  were 
made  all  over  London,  it  would  be  found 
that  the  great  majority  of  the  people  were 
in  favour  of  an  extension  of  the  polling 
hours  both  of  Parliamentary  and  muni- 
cipal elections. 

Mr.  MADDISON  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  pointed  out  to  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  that  the  decrease  in  the  hours 
of  labour  applied  in  London  in  quite  a 
different  way  from  out  of  London,  and  he 
knew  from  experience  of  both.  In  the 
skilled  trades,  for  instance,  a  man  might 
be  living  in  Camberwell  and  working  in 
Woolwich.  Warehousemen  and  clerks 
also  had  to  leave  their  homes  before  8, 
and  therefore  could  not  vote  in  the  morn- 
ing ;  and  they  returned  so  late  as  to  be 
unable  to  vote  even  at  the  last  moment. 
If  the  right  honourable  Gentleman  could 
not  20  the  whole  length  of  10  o'clock,  he 
could  assure  him  that  9  o'clock  would 
make  an  enormous  difference.    This  was 
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a  real  grievance,  and  he  assured  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  that  he  was  how 
resisting  one  of  the  most  reasonable 
appeals  that  had  been  made  to  him. 

Mr.  BOUSFIELD  said  he  desired  to 
amend  the  Amendment  by  inserting  after 
the  word  "  till,"  the  following  words — 

"Eight  o'clock,  or  nine  o'clock  in  the  even- 
ing, if  the  Council  shall  previously  so  decide." 

He  did  not  think  the  Government  had 
realised  the  importance  of  this  matter,  or 
what  it  meant  to  them  if  they  treated  the 
question  in  this  way.  If  they  went  solid 
for  eight  o'clock  the  effect  would  be  that 
an  agitation  in  favour  of  elections  on 
Saturday  would  be  started,  and  then 
instead  of  the  working  classes  being  dis- 
franchised, some  of  them  would  be  dis- 
franchised. He  thought  the  Government 
would  make  a  great  mistake  if  they  fixed 
the  hour  at  eight  o'clock,  because  a  large 
number  of  people  in  London  could  not 
record  their  votes  before  that  hour. 


Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment — 

"  To  leave  out  from  the  word  *till,'  to  the  end 
thereof,  in  order  to  add  the  words  *  eight  o'clock 
or  nine  o'clock  in  the  afternoon  if  the  cotiticil  at 
a  previous  meeting  shall  so  decide.'" — {Mr. 
Bousjkld.) 

Question — 

'*  That  the  words  nroposed  to  be  left  oat  stand 
part  of  the  proposea  Amendment. 

Put  and  agreed  to. 

Question  put, — 

"  That  the  words  *  Provided  that  at  every 
election  of  councillors  under  this  Act  the  poll 
(if  any)  shall  commence  at  eight  o'clock  in  the 
forenoon  and  be  kept  open  tiuten  o'clock  in  the 
afternoon  of  the  same  day,  and  no  longer '  be 
there  added." 


The   Committee   divided  : — Ayes  76  : 
Noes  161.— (Division  List  No.  122.) 


Abraham,  William  (Rhondda) 

Allan,  William  (Gateshead) 

Austin,  Sir  John  (Yorkshire) 

Baker,  Sir  John 

Bayley,  Thomas  (Derbyshire) 

Brunner,  Sir  John  Tomlinson 

Bryce,  Rt.  Hon.  James 

Burns,  John 

Buxton,  Sydney  Charles 

Caldwell,  James 

Campbell -Bannerman,  Sir  H. 

Causton,  Richard  Knight 

Channinff,  Francis  Allston 

Clough,  Walter  Owen 

Crqmbie,  John  William 

Curran,  Thomas  B.  (Donegal) 

Daly,  James 

Davies,  M.  Vaughan-  (( 'artligan 

Dilke,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Charles 

Dillon,  John 

Donelan,  Captain  A. 

Doogan,  P.  r. 

Fenwick,  Charles 

Fitzmaurice,  Lord  Edmond 

Goddard,  Daniel  Ford 

Gourley,Sir  Ed  wardTemperley 


AYES. 

Griffith,  EUis  J. 

Gurdon,Sir  William  Brampton 

Haldane,  Richard  Burdon 

Hayne,  Rt.  Hon.  Charles  Seale- 

Homphill,  Rt.  Hon.  Charles  H. 

Holland,  Hon.  Lionel  R.  (Bow) 

Horniman,  Frederick  John 

Howanl,  Joseph 

Jones,  William  (Camarvonsh) 

Kinloch,Sir  JohnGeorge  Smyth 

Lambert,  George 

Leese.Sir  JosephF.  ( Accrington 

Leng,  Si  r  John 

Lewis,  John  Herbert 

Lloyd -George,  David 

Longh,  Thomas 

Macaleese,  Daniel 

M*Ghee,  Richard 

M'Kenna,  Reginahl 

Maddison,  Fred 

Morley.Rt.Hn.John(Montrose) 

Morton,  Edw.  J.C.(I)evoni)ort) 

Moss,  Samuel 

Norton,  Cant.  Cecil  William 

O'Connor,  Arthur  (Donegal) 

O'Connor,  James  ( Wicklow,W. 


Palmer,  Sir  Chas.  M.  (Durham) 
Pease,  Joseph  A.  (Northamb.) 
Pickersgill,  Edward  Hare 
Power,  Patrick  Joseph 
Rickett,  J.  Comuton 
Samuel,  J.  (Stockton  on  Tees) 
Schwann,  Charles  E. 
Sinclair,  Capt.  J.  (Forfarahire) 
Soames,  Arthur  Wellesley 
Souttar,  Robinson 
Spicer,  Albert 
Stea<lman,  William  Charles 
Stuart,  James  (Shoreditch) 
Sullivan,  Donal  (Westmeath) 
Tennant,  Harold  John 
Thomas,  David  Alfd.  (Merthyr> 
Trevelyan,  Charles  Philips  " 
Wallace,  Robert  (Edinburgh) 
Weir,  James  Galloway 
Whittaker,  Thomas  Palmer 
Williams,  John  Carvell  (Nott*) 
Wilson,  Henry  J.  (York.  W.  K. 
Woods,  Samuel 
Telleiss   for  the    Ayes— 

Mr.  Herbert  Gladstone  and 

Mr.  M*Arthur 


Archdale,  Edward  Mervyn 
Arnold,  Alfred 
Arrol,  Sir  William 
Ascroft,  Robert 
Atkinson,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Bailey,  James  (Walworth) 
Baird,  John  George  Alexander 
Balcarres,  Lord 
Balfour,  Rt.Hn.  A.J.  (Manch'r 
Balfour,  Rt.  Hon.  G.W.  (Leeds 
Banbury,  Frederick  George 

Mr.  Maddison. 


NOES. 

Barnes,  Frederick  Gorell 
Barry,RtHnAHSmith-(Hants) 
Hartley,  George  C.  T. 
Barton,  Dunbar  Plunket 
Beach,Rt.  Hn.SirM.  H.  (Bristol) 
Beckett,  Ernest  William 
Bemrose,  Sii*  Henry  Howe 
Bigwood,  James 
Bond,  Edward 
Brodrick,  Rt.  Hon.  St.  John 
Bnrdett-Coutcs,  W. 


Cecil,  Lord  Hugh  (Greenwich) 
Chaloner,  Captain  R.  G.  W. 
Chamberlain,  Rt.  Hon.  J.  (Birui. 
Chamberlain,  J.  Au8ten(Worc> 
Chaplin,  Rt.  Hon.  Henry 
Charrington,  Spencer 
Clarke,  Sir  Edward  (Plymouth 
Cochrane,  Hon.  Thos.H.  A.  £. 
Coddington,  Sir  William 
Coghill,  Douglas  Harry 
Cohen,  Benjamin  Louis 
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CoUings,  Rt.  Hon.  Jesse 
ColHton,  Chas.  Edw.  H.  Athole 
Cook,  Fred.  Lucas  (Lambeth) 
Cornwallis,  Fiennes  Stanley  W 
Cotton- Jodrell,  Col.  Edw.T.D. 
Cranbome,  VUcount 
Cross,  Alexander  (Glasgow) 
Cross,  Herb.  Shepherd  (Bolton) 
Curran,  Thomas  (Sligo,  8.) 
Canon,  Visooont 
Dalkeith,  Earl  of 
Dalryinple,  Sir  Charles 
Donkin,  Richard  Sim 
Dooghty,  George 
Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Duncombe,  Hon.  Hubert  V. 
Dyke,Rt.  Hon.SirWilliamHart 
Fellowes,  Hon.  Ailwvn  Edw. 
Pinlay,  Sir  Robert  mnnatyne 
Fisher,  William  Hayes 
FitzGeraldjSir  Robert  Penrose- 
Folkestone,  Viscount 
Forater,  Henry  William 
Foster,  Colonel  (Lancaster) 
Galloway,  William  Johnson 
Garat,  William 
Gibbs,Hn.  A.G.  H.(CityofLond. 
Gibfas,Hon.  Vicary(St.  Albans) 
Gilliat,  John  Saunders 
Godson,Sir  Augustus  Frederick 
Goldsworthy,  Major-General 
Gordon,  Hon.  John  Edward 
Crorst,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  John  Eldon 
Goulding,  Edward  Alfred 
Graham,  Henry  Robert 
Hamilton,Rt.  nn.  Lord  George 
Haslett,  Sir  James  Homer 
Hatch,  Ernest  Frederick  €reo. 
Helder,  Augustus 
Henderson,  Alexander 
HoarB,Edw  Brodie(Hampstead 
Hornby,  Sir  William  Henry 
Howell,  William  Tudor 
Hubbard,  Hon.  Evelyn 
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Hudson,  George  Bickerateth 
Hughes,  Colonel  Edwin 
Hutton,  John  (Yorks.  N.R.) 
Jebb^  Richard  Claverhouse 
Jeffreys,  Arthur  Frederick 
JessetfCaptain  Herbert  Merton 
Johnstone,  Heywood  (Sussex) 
JoUiffe,  Hon.  H.  Geoi^ 
Kemp,  George 
Kenyon,  James 
Keswick,  William 
Kimber,  Henry 
King,  Sir  Henry  Seymour 
Lafone,  Alfred 

Lawrence,SirE.  Duminff-(Com 
Lawson,  John  Grant  (YorkF.) 
Llewellyn,  Evan  H.  (Somerset) 
Lockwdod,  Lt-Col.  A.  R. 
Loder,  Gerald  Walter  Erskine 
Long,Rt.  Hn.  Walter(Liverpool 
Lowe,  Francis  William 
Lucas-Shadwell,  William 
Macartney,  W.  G.  Ellison 
Maodona,  John  Cumming 
Maolver,  David  (Liverpool) 
Maclure,  Sir  John  William 
M' Arthur,  Charles  (Liverpool) 
Massey-Mainwarinc,Hn.  W.F. 
MelviUe,  Beresford  Valentine 
Meysey-Thomnson,  Sir  H.M. 
Miadlemore  JonnThrogmorton 
Milton,  Viscount 
MUward,  Colonel  Victor 
Monckton,  Edward  Philip 
Monk,  Charles  James 
Moon,  Edward  Robert  Pacy 
Moore,  William  (Antrim,  N.) 
More,Robt.  Jasper  (Shropshire) 
Morrell,  (xeorge  Herbert 
Morton,  Arthur  H.  A.  (Deptf ord 
Mount,  William  Greorge 
Murray  ,RtHn  A.  Graham(Bute 
Murray,  Charles  J.  (Coventry) 
Myers,  William  Henry 
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Newdicnte,  Francis  Alexander 
Nicol,  Donald  Ninian 
Orr-Ewing,  Charles  Lindsey 
Penn,  John 
Percy,  Earl 

Philfpotts,  Captain  Arthur 
Pilkington,  Richard 
Piatt- Biggins,  Frederick 
Pryce- Jones,  Lt.-Col.  Edward 
Purvis,  Robert 

Ritchie,Rt.Hn.Cha8.  Thomson 
Robertson,  Herbert  (Hackney) 
Round,  James 
Russell,  T.  W.  (Tyrone) 
Seely,  Charles  Hilton 
Sharpe,  William  Edward  T. 
Sidebotham,  J.  W.  (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom,  William(Derby8h« 
Skewes'Cox,  Thomas 
Smith,  Hon.  W.  F.  D.  (Strand) 
Stanley,  Lord  (Lanes.) 
Stone,  Sir  Benjamin 
Sturt,  Hon.  Humphry  Napier 
Talbot,  Lord  E.  (Chichester) 
Thorbum,  Walter 
Tritton,  Charles  Ernest 
Warr,  Augustus  Frederick 
Webster,  K.  G.  (St.  Pancras) 
Webster,Sir  R.  E.  ( IsleofWif ht) 
Wharton,Rt.  Hon.  John  Lfoyd 
Whiteley,  George  (Stockport 
Whitmore,  Charles  ALzemon 
Williams, JosephPowen-(  Birm. 
Wilson,  John  (Talkirk) 
Wolff;  Gustav  Wilhelm 
Wylie,  Alexander 
Wyndham,  George 
Wyndham-Quin,  Major  W.  H. 
Yerburgh,  Robert  Armstrong 
Young,  Commander  (Berks,  £.) 

Tellers  for  the  Noes^ 
Sir  William  Walrond  and 
Mr.  Anstruther. 


Question  proposed — 

**  That  Clause  2,  as  amended,  stand  part  of 
the  Bill." 

Mr.  PIGRERSGILL  drew  the  attention 
of  the  Committee  to  Sub-section  3,  and 
said  it  was  impossible  to  determine  what 
it  really  meant.  The  Bill  was  mainly 
based  upon  the  Municipal  Corporations 
Act,  1882,  and  was  referred  to  through 
the  Local  Grovemment  Act,  1888.  Surely 
the  proper  course  would  be  to  refer 
directly  to  the  Act  and  insert  the  neces- 
sary modifications.  Some  of  the  provi- 
sions applied  to  the  country  at  large  and 
some  to  London,  and  it  was  difficult  to 
know  to  which  reference  was  made.  With 
regard  to  Sub-section  4,  it  was  provided 
that  the  law  relating  to  the  proceeding 
of  the  administrative  vestry  should  app^ 
to  the  new  boroughs.  That  law  was  con- 
tained in  the  old  Metropolis  Local  Manage- 
ment Act,  which  was  very  antiquated,  and 

VOL.  LXXI.        [Fourth  Seriis.] 


certainly  not  in  harmony  with  the  common 
forms  of  local  government  which  they  had 
been  introducing  lately. 


Sir  R.  B.  FINLAY  pointed  out  that 
the  clause  as  it  stood  was  quite  clear 
and  much  shorter  than  it  would  have 
been  if  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  1882 
had  been  set  out  in  this  clause.  With 
regard  to  aldermen,  he  did  not  think  that 
any  doubt  could  arise,  because  they  had 
cleared  up  that  point  by  saying  that  the 
number  of  aldermen  was  to  be  one-sixth. 
As  to  Sub-section  4,  the  Government 
desired  to  keep  intact  what  related  to  the 
constitution  and  the  proceeding  of  the 
vestries.  The  provisions  of  the  Metropolis 
Management  Act  were  perfectly  well 
understood  in  the  Metropolis,  and  he 
thought  it  would  be  better  to  adopt  that 
course  instead  of  trying  to  draft  fresh 
clauses. 
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Mr.  STUART  thought  that  when  their 
friends  outside  came  to  put  their  heads 
together  to  find  out  what  this  meant, 
they  would  fall  into  the  same  difficulties 
as  the  Member  for  Woolwich  and  himself 
had  fallen  into.  No  one  was  more  in- 
timate with  this  subject  than  the  hon. 
Member  for  Woolwich,  who  had  taken  a 
different  view  to  the  Solicitor-GeneraL 
If  the  Solicitor-General  feared  that,  by 
setting  this  clause  out  fully,  ingenious 
persons  would  take  advantage  of  it  by 
putting  down  Amendments,  he  woula 
ask  him  to  set  the  clause  out  fully  when 
the  Bill  went  up  to  the  House  of  Lords. 
He  was  not  pleading  that  anything  un- 
pleasant should  be  done  to  the  Bill, 
but  he  was  desirous  that  it  should  be 
made  more  self-contained,  and  he  hoped 
the  Solicitor-General  would  take  his  sug- 
gestion into  consideration.  When  he 
tried  to  understand  this  clause  he  had 
ten  different  volumes  of  statutes  before 
him,  and  he  found  that  it  was  necessary 
to  go  through  them  all,  before  he  could 
manage  to  probe  to  the  bottom  of  what  it 
meant. 

Question  put  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  2,  as  amended,  added  to  the 
Bill. 

Captain  NORTON  in  moving  the  next 
Amendment  contended  that  its  importance 
had  been  increased  on  account  of  the  de- 
cision of  the  Committee  not  to  extend  the 
hours  of  polling.  Many  of  the  arguments 
brought  forward  against  Saturday  poll- 
ing did  not  apply  to  London.  The  stock 
argument  was  that  it  would  be  highly 
inconvenient  for  seaside  towns,  because 
Saturday  was  their  busiest  day.  Their 
object  oujzht  to  be  to  fully  ascertain  the 
feeling  of  the  electorate,  and  to  bring  the 
largest  possible  number  to  the  poll,  and 
the  best  day  to  accomplish  that  was  the 
day  on  which  the  majority  of  the  voters 
had  the  largest  amount  of  leisure.  He 
would  be  told  that  that  day  was  Sunday, 
and  that  was  the  case  in  most  continental 
places.  English  people,  however,  did  not 
desire  to  have  elections  on  Sunday,  and 
he  maintained  that  the  next  day  upon 
which  the  majority  of  them  were  most 
free  was  Saturday.  It  had  been  argued 
that  Saturday  would  be  inconvenient  for 
business  men  who  had  to  leave  for  the 
country,  but  he  thought  that  they  might 
vote  early  in  the  day.     It  had  been  said 


that  the  working  man  received  bis  weekly 
wage  on  a  Saturday,  and  not  infrequently 
took  the  opportunity  of  having  a  drink, 
and,  consequently,  was  not  in  a  fit  state 
to  go  to  the  polL  That  was  a  very  unjust 
argument  towards  by  far  the  larger  por- 
tion of  working  men. 

Thb  attorney  -  GENERAL  (Sir 
Richard  Webster,  Isle  of  Wi^t) :  No- 
body has  brought  forward  that  argument. 

Captain  NORTON  replied  that  it  had 
been  frequently  urged  that  if  the  electaons 
were  held  upon  a  Saturday  it  was  likely 
to  lead  to  riotous  proceedings,  which 
would  necessitate  a  large  force  of  pohce 
being  brought  into  certain  districts,  and 
that  was  an  unfair  imputation  against 
working  men  as  a  class. 


Sir   RICHARD   WEBSTER: 
hear. 


Captain  NORTON  said  that  large 
numbers  of  builders  and  mechanics  had  to 
go  out  into  the  country  to  work,  and  did 
not  arrive  home  except  on  Saturday  in 
sufficient  time  to  go  to  the  poll,  and  con- 
sequently they  would  be  disfranchised 
unless  the  poll  took  place  on  that  day. 
Not  only  would  this  class  be  debarred 
from  taking  part  in  the  election,  but  as  to  a 
very  large  proportion  of  the  best  class  of 
men  who  influenced  their  fellow-men^ 
who  were  active  workers,  and  who  gene- 
rally devoted  three  or  four  hours  after 
returning  home  on  Saturday  to  bring  up 
their  mates  to  the  poll,  their  services 
would  be  lost  if  the  poll  did  not  take 
place  on  Saturday. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
22,  after  the  words  "  held  on,"  to  insert 
the  words  "  the  Saturday  next  following. 
— (Captain  Norton.) 


T» 


Question  proposed — 

"  Tliat  those  words  be  there  inBeited.'' 

Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER  said  it  was 
quite  impossible  for  him  to  accept  thisi 
Amendment.  The  hon.  Member  had 
stated  that  some  Member  of  this  House 
— he  did  not  remember  his  name — or 
some  orator  whose  name  was  lost  to 
history,  had  stated  that  Saturday  was  an 
improper  day,  because  a  good  many  of 
the  working  men  of  London  on  that  day 
were  incapacitated  by  drink  from  gping 
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to  the  poll.  All  he  could  say  was  that 
he  did  not  believe  there  was  a  single 
Member  on  this  side  of  the  House  who 
ever  used  that  argument.  When  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  Newington  made  a 
suggestion  of  that  kind,  he  should  furnish 
the  name  of  the  hon.  Member  who  made 
the  charge.  He  hoped  the  House  would 
remember  that  this  suggestion  came  from 
an  hon.  Member  on  the  opposite  side  of 
the  House.  In  reference  to  Saturday 
polling,  he  claimed  to  know  as  much 
about  the  East  End  of  London  and  the 
working  classes  as  the  hon.  Member 
opposite,  and  he  was  quite  satisfied  that 
Saturday  was  in  the  populous  parts  the 
busiest  day  of  the  week.  Then  there  was 
a  large  class  who  ought  to  be  considered, 
and  that  was  the  Jewish  population,  who 
would  be  to  a  large  extent  disfranchised 
by  Saturday  polling.  Under  the  circum- 
stances he  did  not  think  there  was  any 
reason  whatever  for  adopting  a  hard  and 
fast  rule  that  Saturday  must  oe  the  day. 

Mr.  STUAKT  thought  the  arguments 
of  the  Attomey-CJenersJ  were  rather  thin. 
With  regard  to  the  Jews,  there  were 
specific  arrangements  made  for  them 
which  covered  that  question.  The  County 
Council  elections  had  been  taken  on 
Saturday,  and  there  had  been  no  diificulty 
experienced  in  that  respect.  With  regard 
to  the  preparation  of  the  list  of  voters  the 
Amencunent  would  give  a  few  days  longer. 
There  was  no  doubt  that  the  generality  of 
the  working  classes  of  London  had  more 
leisure  on  Saturday  than  upon  any  other 
day.  The  Attorney-General  had  said  that 
he  was  well  acquainted  with  the  East  End 
of  London,  but  perhaps  he  had  not  had 
so  much  experience  of  local  elections  as 
other  Members  had  harl.  Unhesitatingly  he 
said  that  Saturday  was  freer  than  any  other 
day,  and  that  was  illustrated  by  the  fact 
that  they  had  had  a  larger  poll  generally 
throughout  London  on  Saturday  than 
upon  any  other  day.  As  to  Saturday 
being  inconvenient  for  shopkeepers,  he 
would  point  out  that  they  were  not  very 
seriously  engaged  on  Saturday  mornings, 
althougn  they  were  later  in  the  day.  He 
did  not  think  the  Attorney-General  had 
brought  any  arguments  of  weight  against 
Saturday  polling. 

Mr.  COHEN  said  that  reference  had 
been  made  to  the  members  of  his  own 
community,  but  he  wished  to  say  that 
where  the  requirements    of   the  Jewish 


community  in  any  way  conflicted  ^vith 
those  of  the  general  community  he  should 
be  the  very  last  person  to  ur^e  that  their 
requirements  should  prevail.  Tolerance 
had  been  shown  towaixls  the  Jewish  com- 
munity by  a  special  arrangement  with  re- 
§ard  to  Saturday,  but  in  spite  of  this  he 
id  not  think  that  Saturday  polling  could 
be  defended  on  the  plea  of  convenience 
for  the  community  at  large.  There  were 
a  great  many  boroughs  wno  would  prefer 
any  day  of  the  week  but  Saturday,  and 
there  were  many  sections  of  London  where 
Wednesday  or  Saturday  was  an  early 
closing  day.  He  wished  to  protest 
against  the  plea  that  they  could  dogmatise 

Senerally,  and  say  that  Saturday  was  the 
est  day.  He  hoped  the  Government 
would  adhere  to  their  decision  upon  this 
point. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  said  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  just  sat  down  forgot 
that  if  the  Government  had  conceded  an 
extension  of  the  polling  hours,  Saturday 
would  not  have  been  pressed  as  the  alter- 
native which  was  now  proposed.  The 
object  of  every  municipal  reformer  should 
be  to  get  the  greatest  number  of  persona 
to  the  poll  to  record  their  votes.  He 
thought  exceptional  arrangements  were 
requisite  for  polling  in  London,  for  the 
overwhelming  bulk  of  artisans,  both 
skilled  and  unskilled,  and  at  least  90  per 
cent,  of  the  persons  who  earned  under  jC4 
a  week  had  some  part  of  Saturday 
between  two  o'clock  and  eight  available 
for  voting.  The  convenience  of  the 
largest  number  ought  to  be  considered, 
and  Saturday  gave  a  larger  number  of 
men  better  facUities  for  voting  than  any 
other  day  in  the  week  afforded.  If  they 
had  the  election  on  Wednesday  or  Thurs- 
day, which  were  the  early  closing  days, 
that  would  only  give  to  a  limited  class  in 
the  neighbourhood  a  special  facility  for 
voting,  and  that  class  would  he  the  shop- 
keepers and  their  assistants.  In  Islington 
and  Battersea,  shopping  did  not  really 
begin  to  any  appreciable  extent  before  12 
o'clock  on  Saturday,  and  therefore  thiis 
allowed  part  of  Saturday  morning,  when 
the  shopKeepers  or  their  assistants  could 
go  out  for  10  minutes  to  record  their 
votes.  On  the  ground  that  he  wanted 
this  Bill  to  create  an  interest  in  local  life, 
which  could  only  be  done  by  meeting  the 
wishes  of  the  majority,  he  should  support 
Saturday  as  a  day  on  which  the  shop- 
keepers and  their  assistants  could  vct^, 
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and  because  90  per  cent,  of  the  voters  in 
this  big  city  had  a  better  opportunity  of 
voting  on  Saturday  than  upon  any  other 
day.  The  experience  of  the  County 
Council  elections,  and  those  held  in  con- 
nection with  vestries  and  guardians,  had 
proved  that  on  a  Saturday  they  had  a 
larger  proportion  of  voters  who  went  to 
the  poll,  and  he  believed  they  would 
stimulate  local  life  and  rouse  more 
enthusiasm  in  every  section  of  the  com- 
munity by  fixing  Saturday  as  the  polling 
day. 

Mr.^  LOWLES  (Shoreditch,  Hag- 
gerston)  said  the  90  per  cent,  of  the 
electorate  spoken  of  as  having  Saturdays 
free  only  represented  about  10  per  cent, 
of  the  ratepaying  element.  He  made  a 
special  study  of  the  question  at  the  last 
County  Council  election,  and  he  ventured 
to  declare  that  nine-tenths  of  the  street 
traders,  i.e,,  costermongers,  who  had  stalls 
in  the  streets  on  Saturdays,  as  well  as  the 
small  shopkeepers,  were  practically  dis- 
franchised by  Saturday  polling.  This 
was  surely  a  question  in  which  the  rate- 
payers' interests  ought  to  be  considered, 
and  in  constituencies  like  his  own,  where 
the  small  shopkeepers  were  most  affected 
by  the  increase  in  the  rates,  it  was  right 
that  their  interests,  even  if  they  only  re- 
presented— which  he  did  not  admit — 10 
per  cent,  of  the  electorate,  should  be  con- 
sidered. He  ventured  to  think  that  they 
would  not  be  considered  if  Saturday 
polling  were  made  a  dne  qud  non  of  the 
Bill. 


Captain  NORTON  said  he  frankly 
admitted  that  in  certain  districts  and  in 
certain  trades  it  might  be  inconvenient  to 
choode  Saturday,  but  they  ought  to  look 
at  the  matter  from  the  point  of  view  of 
the  entire  electorate.  It  had  been  con- 
clusively proved  that  Saturday  gave  the 
heaviest  poll,  and  if  the  object  of  the 
Bill  was  to  create  an  interest  in  local 
elections,  the  point  required  no  further 
argument.  He  had  made  special  inquiry 
with  regard  to  the  question  of  the  Jews, 
and  was  informed  that  it  was  of  little 
moment  to  them,  and  that  the  number 
of  Jewish  voters  throughout  London  was 
very  small.  As  regarded  the  shopkeepers, 
all  the  middle  class  shopkeepers  closed 
their  establishments  early  on  Saturday. 
It  was  only  the  small  shopkeepers  who 
kept  open  late  at  night,  but  these  did  not 

Mr.  John  Bums. 


do  much  business  on  Saturday  morning. 
It  was  not  until  after  two  in  the  after- 
noon that  they  were  busy. 

Mr.  R.  G.  WEBSTER,  as  repre- 
senting what  might  be  called  a  railway 
constituency,  said  he  knew  that  railway 
men  were  more  busy  on  Saturday  than 
any  other  day  of  the  week.  There 
was  no  doubt  a  very  large  number  of 
electors  in  London  wno  did  not  want  to 
dawdle  around  polling  booths  on  Satur- 
day afternoons,  but  preferred  to  go  into 
the  suburbs,  probably  to  play  football  at 
Battersea  or  Kennington  Oval.  It  was 
absolutely  incorrect  to  say  that  the  work- 
ing men  of  London  received  their  pay  on 
Saturdays.  He  was  informed  that  nine- 
tenths  of  them  received  their  pay  on 
Fridays.  Meetings  were  never  held  on 
Saturday  afternoons  or  evenings,  for  the 
i-eason  that  they  could  not  get  the  people 
together.  If  they  could  not  get  them 
together,  how  could  they  get  them  to  the 
poll  1  He  ventured  to  think  there  could 
not  be  a  worse  day  for  polling  than 
Saturday. 

♦Colonel  HUGHES  (Woolwich)  said 
he  was  prepared  to  admit  that  more 
people  might  go  to  the  poll  on  Saturday 
than  any  other  day  of  the  week,  but  at 
the  same  time  Saturday  was  a  very  in- 
convenient day  for  a  great  number  of 
people,  viz. :  the  women  voters  and  the 
tradesmen.  Others  liked  to  spend  their 
Saturday  afternoon  as  a  half-holiday,  and 
to  go  to  football.  The  advantage,  there- 
fore, of  fixing  the  1st  of  November  waa 
that  sometimes  the  election  would  come 
on  Saturday  and  sometimes  on  Friday, 
and,  in  fact,  any  day  of  the  week,  bo 
that  they  would  all  have  a  turn  at  some 
time  or  other.  Still,  he  was  prepared  to 
say  that  the  poll  would  be  heavier  on 
Saturdays,  not  so  much  because  the 
working  men  could  not  vote  on  any  other 
day,  but  because  on  the  Saturday  after- 
noon they  had  an  opportunity  of  turning 
out  and  bringing  voters  to  the  poU- 
Whatever  day  was  fixed  would  be  an  in- 
convenience to  some  class  of  voters. 


Question  put. 

The  Committee   divided: — ^Ayes,  77; 
Noes,  173.    (Division  List,  No.  123.) 
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Abraham,  William  (Uhondda) 

Allan,  William  (Gateshead) 

Austin,  Sir  John  (YorlcHhire) 

Baker,  Sir  John 

Hayley,  Thomas  (Derbyshire) 

BiDson,  Alfred 

Bmnner,  Sir  Jolm  Tomlinson 

Bums,  John 

Buxton,  Sydney  Charles 

Caldwell,  James 

Cameron,  liobert  (Durham) 

CarvUl,  Patrick  Geo.  Hamilton 

Causton,  Richard  Knight 

Clianning,  Francis  Allston 

Clark,  Dr.  G.  B.  (Caithness-sh. ) 

Clough,  Walter  Owen 

Crombie,  John  William 

Ciirran,  Thomas  B.  (Donegal) 

Daly,  James 

Davies,  M.  Vattghan-(Cardigan 

Dilke,  Rt.  Hon  Sir  Charles 

Dillon,  John 

Donelan,  Captain  A. 

Doogan,  P.  C. 

Fenwick,  Cliarles 

Foster,  Sir  Walter  (Derby  Co.) 

61adBtone,Rt.  Hn.  Herbt.  John 


{8  May  1899} 

AYES. 

Goddard,  Daniel  Ford 

Gourloy,Sir£dwardTemperley 

Grimtlis,  Ellis  J. 

Gurdon,Sir  WilliamBrampton 

Haldane,  Ricliard  Burden 

Hemphill,  Rt.Hon.  Charles  H. 

Hogan,  James  Francis 

Homiman,  Frederick  John 

Hnghes,  Colonel  Edwin 

Button,  Alfred  E.  (Morley) 

Joicey,  Sir  James 

Jones,  William(Camarvonshire 

Kinloch,Sir  JolmGeorgeSmyth 

Kitson,  Sir  James 

La  wson,Sir  Wilfrid  (Cumb'land 

Leese,  Sir JosephF.  ( Accrington 

Lenf^,  Sir  John 

Lewis,  John  Herbert 

Lloyd-Creorge,  David 

Lough,  Thomas 

Mac^deese,  Daniel 

M*  Arthur,  William  (Cornwall) 

M'Cirhee,  Richard 

M'Laren,  Charles  Benjamin 

M*Leod,  John 

Maddison,  Fred. 

Montagu,  Sir  S.(Whitecliapel) 


Govemment  Bill. 
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Morton,  Edw.J.C.(Devonport) 
Moss,  Samuel 

O'Connor,  Janies(Wicklow,W, ) 
Pickersgill,  Edward  Hare 
Power,  Patrick  Joseph 
Provand,  Andrew  Dryburgh 
Rickett,  J.  Compton 
Samuel,  J.  (StocKton-on-Tees) 
Schwann,  Charles  £. 
Scott,  Chas.  Prestwich  (Leigh) 
Soames,  Arthur  Wellesley 
Spicer,  Albert 
Stead  man,  William  Charles 
Sullivan,  Donal  (Westmeath) 
Thomas,  Alfred(Glaniorgan,£. ) 
Thomas,David  Alfd.(Merthyr) 
Trevelyan,  Charles  Philips 
Walton,  John  Lawson(LeedH,S. 
Weir,  James  Galloway 
Whittaker,  Thomas  Palmer 
WUson,  Heniy  J.  (York,  W.  R. ) 
Wilson,  Jos.  H.(Mddlsbrough) 
Woods,  Samuel 

Tellers  for  the  Ayes— 
Captain  Norton  and  Mr. 
James  Stuart. 


Allhnsen,  Augustus  Hny.Eden 
ArchdaJe,  Edward  Merv^yn 
Arnold,  Alfred 
Arrol,  Sir  William 
Atkinson,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Bailev,  James  (Walworth) 
BaircC  John  George  Alexander 
Balcarres,  Lord 
Balfonr,Rt.  Hn.  A.J.  (Manch'r 
Baifour,RtHonGr]d.  W.  (Leeds 
Banbury,  Frederick  George 
Barnes,  Frederick  Gorell 
Barry,R.HnAH.Smith-(Hunt8 
Hartley,  George  C.  T. 
Barton,  Dunbar  Plunket 
Beach,Rt.Hn.SirM.H.(Bristol 
Beckett,  Ernest  William 
Bemroee,  Sir  Henry  Howe 
Bigwood,  James 
Bond,  Edward 
Bousfield,  William  Robert 
Brassey,  Albert 
Brodrick,  Rt.  Hon.  St.  John 
Burdett-Coutts,  W. 
Cecil,  Evelyn  (Hertford.  East) 
Chaloner,  Captain  R.  G.  W. 
Chamberlain,  J.  Austen(Worc'r 
Chaplin,  Rt.  Hon.  Henry 
Charrington,  Spencer 
Clarke/8irEdward(Plymoath) 
Cochrane,  Hon.  Thos.  H.  A.  £. 
Coddington,  Sir  William 
Coghill,  DougUs  Harry 
Cohen,  Benjamin  Louis 
CollingB,  Rt.  Hon.  Jesse 
Colston,  Chas.  Edw.  H.  Athole 
Corbett,  A.  Cameron(Glasgow) 
Comwallis,Fiennes  Stanley  W. 
Cotton-Jodrell,Col.  Edw.  T.D. 
Conitney,Rt.Hon.  Leonard  H. 
Cox,  Irwin  Edwd.  B.  (Harrow) 
Crippe,  Charles  Alfred 


NOES. 

Cross,  Alexander  (Glasgow) 
Cross,  Herb. Shepherd  (Bolton) 
Cruddas,  William  Donaldson 
Cubitt,  Hon.  Henry 
Curran,  Thomas  (^igo,  S.) 
Curzon,  Viscount 
Dalbiac,  Colonel  Pldlip  Hugh 
Dalrymple,  Sir  Charles 
Denny,  Colonel 
Donkm,  Richard  Sim 
Doughty,  Geoi^ 
Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Dunoombe,  Hon.  Hubert  V. 
Dyke,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Wm.  Hart 
Fellowes,  Hon.  Ailwyn  Edwd. 
Finch,  George  H. 
Finlay,  Sir  Robert  Bannatyne 
Fisher,  William  Hayes 
Flower,  Ernest 
Folkestone,  Visoonnt 
Forster,  Henry  William 
Foster,  Colonel  (Lancaster) 
Galloway,  William  Johnson 
Garfit,  WillUm 
Gibbs,Hn.  A.G.H.(Cityof  Lnd. 
Gibbe,  Hn.  Vicary  (St.  Albans) 
Gilliat,  John  Saunders 
Crodson,  Sir  Augustus  F^^k. 
Goldsworthy,  Major-General 
Gordon,  Hon.  John  Edward 
Gorat,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  John  Eldon 
Goschen,  George  J.  (Sussex) 
Goulding,  Edward  Alfred 
Gull,  Sir  Cameron 
Hamilton,Rt.  Hon.LordGeorge 
Haslett,  Sir  James  Homer 
Hatch,  Ernest  Frederick  Geo. 
Holder,  Augustus 
Henderson,  Alexander 
Hoare,Ed.  Brodie(Hamp8tead) 
Holland,  Hon.  Lionel  R.  (Bow) 
Howard,  Joseph 


Howell,  William  Tudor 
Hubbard,  Hon.  Evelyn 
Hudson,  George  Bickersteth 
Button,  John  (Yorks.  N.R.) 
Jebb,  Richard  Claverhouse 
Jeffreys,  Arthur  Frederick 
Jessei,  Captain  Herbt.  Merton 
Johnstone,  Hey  wood  (Susnex) 
Kemp,  George 
Kenyon,  James 
Keswick,  William 
Kimber,  Henry 
King,  Sir  Henry  Seymour 
Lafone,  Alfred 

Lawrence,SirE.  Dnming'(Com 
Lawson,  John  Grant  (Yorks.) 
Llewellyn,  Evan  H.  (Somerset ; 
Loder,  Gerald  Walter  Erskine 
Long,Rt.  Hn.  Wltr.  (Liverpool ) 
Lopes,  Henry  Yarde  Bulier 
Lowe,  Francis  William 
Lowles,  John 
Lucas-Shadwell,  William 
Macartney,  W.  G.  Ellison 
Macdona,  John  Gumming 
Maclver,  David  (Liverpool) 
Maclure,  Sir  John  William 
Marks,  Henry  Hananel 
Missey -Main  waring,  Hn.  W.  F. 
Melvifle,  Beresford  Valentine 
Meysey -Thompson,  Sir  H.  M. 
Miadlemore,  Jhn.  Throgmorton 
Milton,  Viscount 
Monckton,  Edward  Philip 
Monk,  Charles  James 
Moon,  Edward  Robert  Pftcy 
Moore,  William  (Antrim,  N. ) 
More,Robt.  Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morrell,  Greorge  Herbert 
Morton,Arthur  H.  A.  (Deptford 
Mount,  William  George 
Murray  ,R  Hn.  A.  6raham(Bute 
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Murray,  Charles  J.  (Coventry) 
Myera,  William  Henry 
Newdigate,  Francis  Alexander 
Nicol,  Donald  Ninian 
Orr-Ewing,  Charles  Lindsay 
Phillpotts,  Captain  Arthur 
Pilkington,  Richard 
Plflitt-Higgins,  Frederick 
Pol  Jock,  Harry  Frederick 
Purvis,  Robert 
Rasch,  Major  Frederic  Came 
Richards,  Henry  Charles 
Ritchie,Rt.  Hon.  Chs.  Thomson 
Robertson,  Herbert  (Hackney) 
Round,  James 
Russell,  T.  W.  (Tyrone) 


{COMMONS} 

Scoble,  Sir  Andrew  Richard 
Sidebotham,  J.  W.  (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom,William(Derbysh. 
Skewes-Cox,  Thomas 
Smith,  Hon.  W.  F.  D.  (Strand) 
Stanley,  Lord  (Lanes.) 
Stock,  James  Henry 
Stone,  Sir  Benjamin 
Strauss,  Arthur 
Sturt,  Hon.  Humphry  Napier 
Talbot,Rt.  Hn.  J.  G.  (Ox*d.  Un  v. 
Thorbum,  Walter 
Tritton,  Charles  Ernest 
Warr,  Augustus  Frederick 
Webster,  K.  G.  (St.  Pancras) 
Webster.Sir  R.  E.  (Isle  of  Wht. 
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Wharton,  Rt.Hon.  John  Lloyd 
Whiteley,  George  (StockpoK) 
Whitmore,  Charles  AJgemcm 
Williams,  Jsph.  Poweli-(Birni. 
Wilson,  John  (Falkirk) 
Wodehou8e,Rt.  Hn.  E.  R.  (Bath 
Wolff,  Gustav  Wilbelm 
Wylie,  Alexander 
Wyndham,  George 
Wyndham-Quin,  Major  W.  H. 
Yerburgh,  Robert  Armstro^ 
Young,  Commander(Berkay  K.) 

Tellers  for  the  Noes — 
Sir  William  Waliond  and 
Mr.  Anstruther. 


Mr.  STUART  moved  the  substitution 
of  May  for  November  as  thfe  date  of  the 
elections.  He  pointed  out  that  the  elec- 
tions for  the  vestries  had  for  a  long  time 
been  held  in  May,  and  the  experience  to 
be  derived  from  London  elections  was 
decidedly  in  favour,  having  regard  to  the 
comfort  of  all  concerned,  of  holding  them 
in  that  month. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
22,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  November,"  in 
order  to  insert  the  word  "  May." — {Mr. 
Stuart) 

Question  proposed — 

"  That  the  word  '  November  *  stand  part  of 
the  Clause." 

Sir  RICHARD  \A^EBSTER  said  it  was 
impossible  for  the  Government  to  adopt 
the  suggestion  of  the  hon*  Member. 
There  had  been  a  disposition  throughout 
the  country  for  years  that  the  mumcipal 
authorities  should  come  into  office  in 
November.  Apart  from  that,  the  Go- 
vernment desired  to  assimilate  the  date 
of  the  election  for  the  new  municipal 
boroughs  to  the  same  date  as  in  boroughs 
in  other  parts  of  the  country,  and  there 
was  no  reason  why  the  representatives 
should  not  come  into  office  aU  at  the  same 
time. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  was  sorry 
that  the  Attorney-Gleneral  had  decided 
that  there  was  no  possibility  of  an  alter- 


native date  other  than  November.  There 
was  no  practical  reason  why  November 
should  be  adopted. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn  Regis) 
considered  that  it  was  very  desirable 
to  select  those  times  and  seasons  which 
were  most  convenient  to  the  great 
majority  of  electors,  but  he  really  thought 
November  was  a  better  month  than  May. 
In  May  a  great  many  people  were  out  of 
town.  In  rf ovember  London  had  settled 
down,  and  the  great  bulk  of  Londoners 
were  in  residence. 

Mr.  lough  thought  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  charge  of  the  Bm  would 
get  into  trouble  if  he  insisted  too  much 
on  observing  the  analogy  between  the 
new  municipal  boroughs  and  the  corpora- 
tions in  the  country.  It  had  always  been 
recognised  in  this  House  that  in  London  a 
system  should  be  adopted  which  was  suit- 
able to  itself,  and  the  proposal  contained 
in  the  Amendment  was  one  of  those  very 
points  where  it  would  be  much  more  con- 
venient to  depart  from  the  practice  of 
the  provinces.  He  thought  the  proposal 
would  commend  itself  to  London  men, 
and  he  therefore  hoped  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  accept  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  Ayes  189; 
Noes  84.    (Division  List  No.  124.) 


Allhnsen,  August.  Henry  Eden 
Archdale,  Edward  Mervyn 
Arnold,  Alfred 
Amold-Forster,  Hugh  O. 
Arrol,  Sir  William 
Atkinson,  Rt  Hon.  John 
Bailey,  James  (Walworth) 


AYES. 

Baird,  John  Greorge  Alexander 

Balcarres,  Lord 

Balfour,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  J.  (Man*r 

Balfonr,RtHnGeraldW.(Leeds 

Banhury,  Frederick  George 

Barnes,  Frederic  Gorell 

Barry,RtHnAHSmith-(Hunts 


Bartley,  George  C.  T. 
Barton,  Dunbar  Plunket 
BeaohRt  Hn.SirM.  H.  (Bristol) 
Beckett,  Ernest  WiUiam 
Bemrose,  Sir  Henry  Howe 
Bigwood.  James 
Bond,  Edwaid 
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Bofloawen,  Arthur  Griffitli 
Booafield,  WiUiam  Robert 
Braasey,  Albert 
Brodriok,  Rt.  Hon.  St.  John 
BardettCottttB,  W. 
Butcher,  John  George 
Oeoil,  Evelyn  (Hertford,  East) 
Ohaloner.  C&ptain  R.  G.  W. 
Chamberlain,  J.  Au8ten(  Worc*r 
Chaplin,  Rt.  Hon.  Henry 
Charrington,  Spencer 
Clarke,  Sir  Edward  (Plymouth 
Cochrane,  Hon.  Thos.  H.  A.  £. 
Coddington,  Sir  William 
Coffhill,  Douglas  Harry 
Cohen,  Benjamin  Louia 
CoUina,  Rt.  Hon.  Jesse 
Colston,  Chas.  Edw.H.  Athole 
Cook,  Fred.  Lucas  (Lambeth) 
Corbett,  A.  Cameron  (Ghisgow) 
Comwalli&Fiennes  Stanley  W. 
Cotton- Jodrell,  Col.  EdwT.D. 
Courtney,  Rt.  Hon.  Leonard  H 
Cox,Irwin  EdwardB.  (Harrow) 
Cripps,  Charles  Alfred 
Cross,  Alexander  (Ghuuzow) 
Cross,  Herb.Sliepherd  (Solton) 
Cubitt,  Hon.  Henry 
Cunon,  Viscount 
Dalbiae,  Colonel  PhUip  Hugh 
DaJrymple,  Sir  Charles 
Denny,  Colonel 
Donkin,  Richard  Sim 
Dorington,  Sir  John  Edward 
Doughty,  Geojrffe 
Douglas,  Rt.  I^n.  A.  Akers- 
Dunoombe,  Hon.  Hubert  V. 
Dyke,  Rt  Hn.  SirWillUm  Hart 
Fellowes,  Hon.  Ail  wynEd  ward 
FergussonRt.  Hn.  Sir  J.  (Manc'r 
Finch,  George  H. 
Finlay,  Sir  Robert  Bannatyne 
Fisher,  William  Hayes 
FitxGerald,SirRobertPenro8e- 
Flower,  Ernest 
Folkestone,  Viscount 
Forster,  Henry  William 
Foster,  Colonel  (Lancaster) 
Cralloway,  William  Johnston 
Oarfit,  William 
Gedge,  Sydney 

GibtaHn.  A.G.  H.  (CityofLond. 
Gibbs,  Hon.  Vicary  (St.  Albans) 
Gilliat,  John  Saunders 
Oodson,8irAuffU9tusFrederick 
Goldsworthy,  Major-General 
Gordon,  Hon.  John  Edward 


{8  May  1899} 

Gorstk  Rt  Hon.  Sir  JohnEldon 
Goschen,  George  J.  (Sussex) 
Gouldinfff  Edward  Alfred 
Greene,HenryD.  (Shrewsbury) 
Gull,  Sir  Cameron 
Hamilton,Rt  Hon.LordGreorge 
Haslett,  Sir  James  Homer 
Holder,  Augustus 
Henderson,  Alexander 
HiU,SirEdward  Stock(  Bristol) 
Hoare,Ed.  Brodie(Hampstead 
Holland,  Hon.  Lionel  R.  (Bow) 
Howard,  Joseph 
Howell,  WUliam  Tudor 
Hubbard,  Hon.  Evelyn 
Hudson,  George  Bickersteth 
Hushes,  Colonel  Edwin 
Jaekson,RtHon.  Wm.  Lawies 
Jebb,  Richard  Claverhouse 
Jeflfreys,  Arthur  Frederick 
Jessei,Captain  HerbertMerton 
Johnston,  William  (Belfast) 
Johnstone,  Heywood  (Sussex) 
Kemp,  Georee 

KennawaY,Kt  Hon.  SirJohnH. 
Kenyon,  James 
Keswick,  William 
Kimber,  Henry 
King,  Sir  Henry  Seymour 
Lafone,  Alfred 

Lawrence,SirEDuminflH  Com 
Lawson,  John  Grant  jfxorks.) 
Llewellyn,  Evan  H.  (Somerset 
Lockwood,  Lt-Col.  A.  R. 
Loder,  Grendd  Walter  Erskine 
Long,Rt.Hn.  Walter(Liverpool 
Lopes,  Henr^  Yarde  BuUer 
Lowe,  Francis  William 
Lowles,  John 
Lucas-Shadwell,  William 
Lvttelton,  Hon.  Alfred 
Macartney,  W.  G.  Ellison 
Macdona,  John  Cumming 
Maclver,  David  (Liverpool) 
Maclure,  Sir  John  William 
Marks,  Henry  Hananel 
Massey-Main  waring,Hn.  W.  F. 
Melville,  Beresford  Valentine 
Mevsey-Thompeon,  Sir  H.  M 
Miadlemore,  J.  Throgmorton 
Milton,  Viscount 
Milward,  Colonel  Victor 
Monckton,  Edward  Philip 
Monk,  Charles  James 
Montaga,  Sir  S.  ( Whitechapel) 
Moon,  Edward  Robert  Pacnr 
Moore,  William  (Antrim,  N.) 
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More,  Rbt.  Jasper  (Shropshire) 
Morrell,  George  Herbm 
Morton,  Arthr.  H.  A.(Deptford 
Mount,  William  George 
Murray,RtHn.  A.  Grahm.(Bute 
Murray,  (I^arles  J.  (Coventry) 
Myers,  William  H^uy 
Newdi^te,  Francis  Alexander 
Nicol,  Donald  Ninian 
Orr-Ewing,  Charles  Lindsay 
Pease,  Herbrt  Pike(Darlington 
Phillpotts,  Captain  Arthur 
Pilkin^ton,  Richard 
Platt-H]£Kins,  Frederick 
Pollock,  Harry  Frederick 
Purvis,  Robert 
Rasch,  Major  Frederic  Came 
Richards,  Henry  Charles 
Ritchie,  Rt.  Hn.  Chas.  Thomson 
Robertson,  Herbert  (Hackney) 
Round,  James 
Russell,  T.  W.  (Tyrone) 
Scoble,  Sir  Andrew  Richard 
Sidebotham,  J.  W.  (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom,William(D6rbyBh. 
Simeon,  Sir  Barrington 
Skewes-Cox,  Thomas 
Smith,  Hon.  W.  F.  D.  (Strand) 
Stanley,  Henry  M.  (Lambeth) 
Stanley,  Lord  (Lanes.) 
Stock,  James  Henry 
Stone,  Sir  Benjamin 
Strauss,  Arthur 
Sturt,  Hon.  Humphry  Napier 
Talbot,  Lotd  £.  (Chichester) 
Talbot,RtHn.J.G.(OxfdUniv 
Thorbura,  Walter 
ToUemache,  Henry  James 
Tritton,  Charles  Emest 
Warr,  Augustus  Frederick 
Web8ter,SirR.  E.  (Isleof  Wight 
Wharton,  Rt  Hon.  John  Lloyd 
Whitmore,  Chas.  Algernon 
Williams,JosephPowell-(Biim 
Willox,  Sir  Jonn  Archibald 
Wilson,  John  (Falkirk) 
Wodehouse,RtHon.E.R.(Bath 
Wolff,  Gustov  WUhelm 
Wylie,  Alexander 
Wyndham,  Georse 
Wyndham-Quin,  Major  W.  H. 
Yerburgh,  Robert  Armstronff 
Young,  Commander  (Berk8,£.) 
Younger,  William 
Tellers  for  the  Ates— Sir 

William  Walrond  and  Mr. 

Anstruther. 


Abraham.  William  (Rhondda) 
Allan,  William  (Gateshead) 
Austin,  Sir  John  (Yorkshire) 
Bayley,  Thomaa  (Derbyshre) 
BiUson,  Alfred 
Bolton,  Thomas  Dollinff 
Brunnen  Sir  John  Tomlinson 
Boms,  John 

Buxton,  Sydney  Charles 
Caldwdl,  James 
Cameron,  Robert  (Durham) 
Carvill,  Patrick  Geo.  Hamilton 
Caaston,  Richard  Knight 
Cferwley,  Frederick 


NOES. 

Channing,  Francis  Allston 

Clark,  D.  G.  B.  (CaithnessHih.) 

Crombie,  John  William 

Curran,  Thomas  B.  (Donegal) 

Dalj,  James 

Davies,  M.  Vaughan-(Cardigan 

Dilke,  Rt  Hon.  Sir  Charles 

Dillon,  John 

Donelan,  Captain  A; 

Doogan,  P.  C. 

Douglas,  Charles  M.  (Lanark) 

Fenwick,  Charles 

Ferguson,  R.  C.  Munro  (Leith) 

Poster,  Sir  Walter  (Derby  Co.) 


Goddard,  Daniel  Ford 
Griffith,  EUia  J. 
Gurdon,  Sir  Wm.  Brampton 
Haldane,  Richard  Bordon 
Hayne,  Rt.  Hon.  Chas.  Seale- 
Hemphill,  Rt.  Hon.  Chas.  H. 
Hogan,  James  Francis 
Homiman,  Frederick  John 
Humphreys-Owen,  Arthur  C. 
Hutton,  Alfred  £.  (Morley) 
Joicey,  Sir  James 
Jones,  William  (Ctanarvonah. 
Kinloch,  Sir  Jolm  Geo.  Sinyth 
Kitson,  Sir  James 
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Lambert,  George 

La  wson,SirWilnid(Cnm  Viand 

Leese,Sir  JosephF.  ( Accrington 

Leng,  Sir  John 

Lewis,  John  Herbert 

Lloyd-George,  David 

Macaleese,  Daniel 

M'Ghee,  Richard 

M'Kenna,  Reginald 

M'Laren,  Charles  Benjamin 

M'Leod,  John 

Maddison,  Fred. 

Morgan, J.  Lloyd  (Carmarthen 

Morton,  Edw.  J.  C.  (Devonport 

Moss,  Samuel 


{COMMONS} 

Norton,  Capt.  Cecil  William 
O'Connor,  James  (Wicklow,W. 
Palmer,  George  Wm.  (Reading 
Pease,  Joseph  A.  (Northumb.) 
Pickerseill,  Edward  Hare 
Power,  Patrick  Joseph 
Provand,  Andrew  I^ryburgh 
Richardson,  J.  (Durham,  S.E.) 
Rickett,  J.  Compton 
Samuel,  J.  (Stockton  on  Tees) 
Schwann,  Charles  E. 
Scott,  Chas.  Prestwich  (Leigh) 
Soames,  Arthur  Wellesley 
Spicer,  Albert 
Steadman,  William  Charles 
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Sullivan,  Donal  ( WeBtmeatb) 
Thoma8,Alfred  (Glamorg&n^K 
Thomas,  David  Alfd.  (Merthyr 
Trevelyan,  Charles  Phillips 
Walton,  JohnLaw8on(  Leeds^S. 
Weir,  James  Galloway 
Whittaker,  Thomas  lUmer 
Williams,  John  Carvell  (Nott^ 
Wilson,  Henry  J.  (York,W.K. 
Wilson,  John,  (Crovan) 
Wil8on,Jos.  H.  (Middlesbroogfa 
Yoxall,  James  Henry 

Tellers  for  the  Noes — Mr. 
JamesStuart  and  Mr.  Lough. 


Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  3  : —  ,  ^ 

Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER  moved  in 
page  2,  after  "  council "  to  insert : — 

"Who  shall  also  fix  a  corresponding  dato 
for  the  first  elections  for  mayors  and  alder- 


men. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mr.  trevelyan,  said  that  the 
Amendment  he  now  moved  would  settle 
the  day  and  the  hour  at  which  the 
first  meeting  should  be  held.  He  wished 
that  the  first  meeting  should  be  held  in 
the  evening,  after  six  p.m.,  as  a  very  large 
class  could  not  possibly  attend  before 
that  hour.  The  chief  class  concerned  was 
the  working  men  of  the  metropolis,  who 
in  nine  cases  out  of  ten  could  not  attend 
earlier.  Another  class  also  deserved  con- 
sideration, namely,  civil  servants,  who  very 
often  took  considerable  interest  in  local 
government.  If  the  first  meeting  were 
held  after  six  p.m.,  the  borough  councils 
would  be  able  to  settle  the  subsequent 
meetings  for  themselves,  but  he  thought 
it  was  clear  that  an  opportunity  should 
be  given  the  working  men  to  attend  the 
first  meeting. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2  line  24, 
at  end,  to  insert — 

**  The  first  meeting  of  all  the  newly  elected 
borough  councils  snail  be  held  within  three 
weeks  after  the  election,  and  in  the  evening 
after  the  hour  of  six  p.m." — {Mr,  Trtvdyan,) 

Question  proposed — 

"  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

fir  Sir  R  B.  FINLAY  hoped  the  Com- 
mittee  would  not  accept  the  Amendment. 
He  did  not  see  why  it  was  necessary  to  say 
that  the  first  meeting  should  be  held  at 
any  particular  hour.     If  necessaiy,  pro- 


vision could  be  made  under  Section  21  or 
by  Order  in  Council  for  the  first  meeting. 
It  seemed  entirely  out  of  place  in  thia 
section. 

Mr.  BOUSFIELD  asked  how  was  the 
first  body  to  be  brought  together. 

Sir  R.  B.  FINLAY  said  that  when  the 
body  was  formed  it  would,  of  coorae, 
arrange  to  meet. 

*SiR  CHARLES  piLKE  said  that  in 
the  Act  of  1894  a  similar  provision  was 
inserted. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  said  that  he  did 
not  see  why  the  Solicitor-General  should 
not  accept  the  Amendment.  In  the  Act 
of  1894  it  was  provided  that^  the  first 
meeting  should  not  be  held  earlier  than 
six  o'clock.  He  would  suggest  that  the 
Amendment  be  accepted.  Tlie  vestries 
included  in  Schedule  A  now  met  between 
six  p.m.,  and  7.30  p.m.,  which  showed 
that  experience  was  against  an  earlier 
meeting.  The  argument  might  be  used 
that  that  hour  was  not  convenient  for 
shop  keepers.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  it 
would  be  very  convenient  for  London 
shopkeepers,  as  it  would  be  found  thai 
the  majority  of  the  Schedule  A  vestries 
met  on  Wednesday  or  Thursday  evening, 
both  early  closing  days,  dnd  as  the  over- 
whelming bulk  of  working  men,  civil 
servants  and  others  could  not  get  to  the 
council  meeting  before  six,  he  saw  no 
reason  why  the  first  meeting  should  not  be 
fixed  after  that  hour. 

Mr.  LOUOH  appealed  to  the  ri^ht 
hon.  Oentleman  to  consider  the  pomt^ 
because  if  he  did  not  it  would  seem  aa 
though  there  was  some  prejudice  against 
giving  the  working  men  an  opportunity 
of  attending  the  first  meeting.     It  was 
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well  known  that  in  many  cases  working 
men  had  had  to  lose  half  a  day's  wages 
in  order  to  attend  the  local  meetings. 

Mr.  LOWLES  said  he  was  in  favour 
of  giving  the  working  men  a  chance,  but 
it  was  a  matter  for  the  convenience  of  the 
local  bodies  themselves. 

Mr.  STUART  said  there  was  nothing 
in  the  Amendment  that  prevented  the 
local  bodies  fixing  the  day  of  the  meeting. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  It  is  rather  a 
small  point,  which  really  comes  under 
Section  21.  I  am  mot  at  all  sure  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  moved  the  Amend- 
ment, and  the  hon.  Gentlemen  who  sup- 
ported, are  not  right  in  saying  that  some- 
thing must  be  put  into  the  Bul  as  to  the 
first  meeting ;  but  the  proper  place  is  in 
Clause  21,  and  the  matter  will  be  con- 
sidered. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  BOUSFIELD  moved,  in  page  2, 
line  24,  after  "  council "  to  insert : 

'*  All  members  of  elective  vestries  and  dis- 
trict boards  in  the  County  of  London  in 
office  on  the  first  day  of  Janoary  in  the  year 
1900  shall  continue  in  office  till  the  appointed 
day." 

Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER  said  the 
Government  would  accept  the  Amend- 
ment as  far  as  the  principle  was  con- 
cerned. Clause  3  was  not,  however,  the 
proper  place  to  move  it,  as  it  had  nothing 
to  do  with  elections. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  STUART  WORTLEY  moved— 

insert: 
mayor 
and  aldermen  shall  he  the  ninth  day  of 
November,  or  if  that  day  be  a  Sunday,  then 
the  following  day.' " 


'*  In  Clause  3,  page  2,  line  27,  at  end,to  u 
'  The  ordinary  day  of  election  of  the  t 


Amendment  agreed  to. 

^Captain  JESSEL,  in  moving  a  new 
Sub-section  (3^,  said  he  thought  it  was 
impossible  unaer  the  Bill  that  the  work 
could  be  accomplished  by  the  20th  of  Octo- 
ber, or  that  candidates  and  agents  would 
have  sufficient  time  up  to  the  1st  November 
in  which  to  put  the  electoral  machinery 
into  working  order.  He  proposed  to 
extend  the  time  by  five  days,    by  pro- 


viding that  the  list  should  be  published 
on  the  16th  of  October.  It  might  be  said 
that  that  was  not  very  much,  but  when 
it  was  remembered  that  the  total  time 
given  by  the  Bill  was  only  ten  days  he 
thought  it  would  be  a  considerable  con- 
cession if  an  addition  was  made  of  five 
extra  days.  The  part  of  the  Amendment 
dealing  with  the  functions  of  revising 
barristers  was  inserted  in  order  that  their 
work  should  be  finished  by  the  1st  of 
October,  so  that  the  returning  officer 
would  have  the  list  earlier,  and  be  enabled 
to  do  his  portion  of  the  work  by  the  16th 
instoad  of  the  20th  of  October.  He  also 
proposed  that  they  should  change  the 
name  from  ''Parochial  Register''  to 
"Borough  Register,"  as  being  more  in 
harmony  with  the  spirit  of  the  Bill.  He 
wished  that  every  possible  means  should 
be  taken  to  ensure  that  the  list  of  voters 
should  be  as  perfect  as  possible. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
28,  to  leave  out  Sub-section  (3)  in  order 
to  insert — 

"(3)  The  lists  of  Parliamentary  voters^ 
including  the  ownership  lists  of  voters,  and 
the  lists  of  oonnty  electors,  shall,  in    each 

n  after  the  year  one  thousand  ei^ht  hun- 
and  ninety-nine,  be  revised  in  everv 
metropolitan  borough  between  the  eightn 
day  of  September  and  tlie  thirtieth  da^  of 
September,  both  inclusive,  and  shall  be  revised 
as  soon  as  possible  after  the  seventh  day  of 
September.  Such  revised  lists  shall  be  (Minted, 
and  signed,  and  placed  on  sale  by  the  town 
clerk  appointed  under  thin  Act  before  the 
sixteentn  day  of  October,  and  shall  come  into 
operation  as  the  register  of  borough  electors  on 
tne  first  day  of  November  next  following,  and 
the  law  relating  to  the  register  of  electors 
shall,  with  the  necessary  modifications,  apply 
accordingly." 

Question  proposed — 

"That  Sub-section  (3)  stand  part  of  the 
clause." 

Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER  said  the 
Amendment  raised  two  important  pointe : 
one  as  to  revision,  the  other  with 
regard  to  the  publication  of  the  liste. 
The  information  he  had  received  with 
regard  to  the  work  likely  to  be  re- 
quired to  be  done  in  London  led  him 
to  conclude  that  the  time  provided  was 
sufficient.  It  was  quito  possible,  how- 
ever, that  his  hon.  and  gallant  friend 
might  be  right,  and  he  would  undertake 
to  make  further  inquiries  into  the  matter. 
He  thought  himself  the  work  could  be 
well  done,  without  any  difficulty,  in  the 
time  provided.    With  regard  to  the  five 
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days  he  suggested,  he  would  point  out 
that  for  all  practical  purposes  the  work 
he  referred  to  would  be  done  to  a  very 
large  extent  from  ,  the  lists  as  deposited, 
but  it  might  be  desirable  to  make 
arrangements  to  have  the  lists  printed 
at  an  earlier  date.  The  difficulty  was 
one  of  printing,  not  of  revision.  He 
would  undertake  to  make  further  inquiry 
if  his  hon.  and  gallant  friend  did  not 
press  the  matter  now. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  said,  as  he 
understood  it,  the  Amendment  aimed  at 
accelerating  the  publication  of  the  lists. 
He  thought  that  the  Attorney-General 
forgot,  when  he  said  there  was  plenty  of 
time,  that  in  London  a  large  number  of 
service  and  lodger  voters  were  not  in- 
cluded in  the  old  municipal  franchise. 
He  was  prepared  to  accept  the  under- 
taking of  the  Government  that  something 
woula  be  done  to  accelerate  the  pub- 
lication of  the  lists,  and  he  hoped  that 
when  they  were  published  they  would 
be  found  to  be  correct  and  properly 
revised. 

Mr,  STUART  said  that  after  the  lists 
were  considered  and  altered  by  the  revising 
barristers  they  were  re-set  altogether, 
and  a  large  expense  was  incurred.  The 
matter  had  often  been  brought  to  his 
notice,  and  he  had  been  asked  to  bring  it 
before  the  Committee  in  order  to  see 
whether  some  arrangement  could  not  be 
come  to  to  avoid  the  re-setting  of  the 
whole  lists. 

Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER  thought 
there  was  a  great  deal  in  the  suggestion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Shoreditch.  He 
had  often  heard  it  stated  that  after  the 
lists  had  been  set  up  in  the  first  instance 
they  were  altered  again  and  again,  at 
great  expense.  The  points  that  had  been 
mentioned  would  receive  consideration. 

Mr.  lough  said  that  the  Attorney- 
General  had  admitted  that  Sub-section  (3) 
was  very  unsatisfactory,  and  he  thought 
they  ought  not  to  allow  it  to  stand  in  the 
Bill  unless  they  got  some  definite  promise 
about  it.  With  reference  to  the  sugges- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Shorecutch, 
London  lost  about  £10,000  a  year  by 
having  the  lists  which  were  already  in 
type  set  up  again.  That  loss  should  be 
avoided,  and  one  list  should  be  available 
for  all  purposes.    He  did  not  see  why 
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the  two  lists  should  not  come  into 
tion  on  the  same  day. 


Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER  said  thej 
had  no  power  in  the  Bill  to  alter  the  day 
on  which  the  Parliamentary  lists  were 
published. 

Mr.  lough  submitted  that,  as  the 
overseers  who  prepared  the  lists  would  be 
officers  of  the  oorough  council,  it  would 
be  within  their  power  to  enact  that  the 
list,  for  all  purposes,  should  come  into 
operation  on  a  certain  date;  otherwise 
they  would  have  double  printing  and 
much  waste. 

^Colonel  HUGHES  said  the  revision 
would  undoubtedly  be  very  heavjr,  but  that 
difficulty  might  be  met  by  havmg  a  suffi- 
cient number  of  revising  barristers.  Under 
the  present  system  tnere  might  he  a 
parliamentary  election  in  November  or 
December,  which  would  be  on  the  old  list, 
although  there  was  a  new  list  printed  and 
brought  up  to  date.  Another  difficulty 
was  that  the  clause  stated  that  the  town 
clerk  was  to  publish  the  list,  but  the  town 
clerk  would  have  to  be  elected  by  the 
council. 

Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER  pointed 
out  that  that  was  just  one  of  the  matters 
to  be  dealt  with  under  the  transitoiy 
provisions  in  Clause  21. 

Mr.  lough  said  he  thought  the  point 
ought  to  be  dealt  with  now.  He  could 
not  understand  why  the  lists  should  not 
come  into  operation  on  the  same  date. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  You  cannot,  by 
this  Bill,  alter  the  law  with  reference  to 
Parliamentaiy  elections.  It  is  not  within 
the  scope  of  this  Bill 

Question  put  and  agreed  to. 

An  amendment  made. 

Mr.  BOUSFIELD  moved— 

**  In  Clatue  3,  page  2,  line  28,  to  leave  oat 
from  'Rhair  to  'be'  in  line  29,  and  inflect 
'  after  the  appointed  day.' " 

He  said  that  the  sub-«ection  provided 
that  in  each  year  after  1899,  that  was  in 
1900,  the  lists  should  be  printed  and 
s^ed  by  the  town  clerk  before  the  20th 
oz  October, .  but  on  that  date  there  woulcl 
not  h0  a  tOYir^  cleric    Of  course,  under 
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Section  21  provision  might  be  made  for 
19O0.  The  clause  was  widely  misunder- 
stood outside  the  House,  and  he  sug- 
gested that  it  would  be  better  to  amend 
It  by  saying  each  year  after  the  appointed 
day. 

Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER  said  that 
1900  would  be  dealt  with  under  Section 
21. 

Mr.  STUART  thought  there  was  a 
good  deal  to  be  said  for  the  Amendment 
on  the  ground  that  the  appointed  day 
would  undoubtedly  in  some  instances  not 
take  place  until  after  November  1st, 
1900.  It  would  be  necessary  to  say  that 
if  the  new  authority  was  not  constituted 
the  list  should  be  drawn  up  by  the  old 
authority,  if  it  existed.  He  thought 
something  would  have  to  be  put  at  the 
end  of  the  clause  to  show  what  was  to  be 
done  if  the  new  body  was  not  constituted. 

^Colonel  HUGHES  said  he  quite  ap- 
preciated that  for  1900  arrangements 
would  be  made  under  Section  21,  and  that, 
therefore,  the  clause  must  refer  to  some 
year  after  1900,  and  either  "  after  the  ap- 
pointed day  '*  or  "  every  year  after  1900  " 
should  be  put  in ;  but  to  say  that  Section 
21  would  provide  for  1900,  and  then  in 
Section  3  to  say  that  the  town  clerk 
might  do  something  also  in  1900,  seemed 
a  contradiction. 

Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER  said  he  was 
quite  willing,  if  the  hon.  Member  would 
move,  to  leave  out  1899  and  insert  1900. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Question — 

'*  That '  1899  *  be  left  out  in  order  to  insert 
•  1900 ' " 

put  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  FREDERICK  COOK  O^heth, 
Kennington)  who  had  on  the  raper  the 
following  Amendment — 

^  In  Clanae  3,  page  %  line  29,  to  leave  out 
'  twentieth '  and  inaert  *  first.'  ** 

— said  it  was  very  important  that  more 
time  should  be  given  to  correct  the  lists. 
There  were  two  objects  mentioned  in  the 
Bill.  One  was  to  set  up  a  number  of  muni- 
cipalities and  to  give  them  greater  power 
and  dignity,  and  the  other  was  to  increase 
the  interest  of  the  people  themselves  in 


the  municipalities ;  and  unless  the  various 
associations  had  time  to  revise  the  lists 
he  did  not  think  the  people  would  go  to 
the  trouble  to  poll.  However,  as  the 
Attorney-General  had  promised  to  look 
into  the  matter,  he  did  not  propose  to 
move  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  BURDETT-COUTTS  moved— 


<i 


In  Clanae  3,  page  2,  line  31,  to  leave  oat 
parochial '  and  insert '  borough.* " 

Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER  said  he  was 
not  quite  certain  whether  the  word 
"  borough"  was  preferable  to  "  parochial." 
If  the  hon.  Member  withdrew  his  Amend- 
ment he  would  move  to  insert  after 
"register"  the  words  "for  the  purpose 
of  a  borough  election." 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER  moved— 

After  "  register"  to  insert  for  the  purpose 
of  a  borough  election."' 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Question — 

"  That  Clause  3  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 
put  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  4 : — 

Mr.  STUART  moved— 

"  In  Clause  4,  paffe  2,  line  36,  after  '  appointed 
day'  to  insert,  'which  shall  be  the  same  in  all 
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He  said  the  object  of  the  Amendment 
was  to  secure  that  the  Act  should  come 
into  operation  all  over  London  at  the 
same  time,  otherwise  they  would  have 
different  forms  of  government  and  different 
powers  in  different  parts  of  the  metropolis 
for  a  very  extensive  period.  There  would 
have  to  be  local  investigations  and  perhaps 
Petitions,  which  in  some  cases  might  have 
to  come  before  Parliament,  and  consider- 
able opposition  might  arise ;  and  therefore 
in  some  places  the  appointed  day  might 
be  a  ^ear,  or  perhaps  two  years,  from  the 
appomted  day  in  other  places. 

Sir  R  B.  FINLAY  said  that  that 
appeared  suflSoiently  clear  in  Clause  76, 
whioh  said  that  for  the  purposes  of  the 
Act  the  appointed  day  should  be  the  dar 
on  which  the  meml)ers  of  the  borough 
connoilBi  oame  into  offioe.  It  was  unae* 
sirable  to  raise  the  point  now. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
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Mr.  lough  moved- 


"  In  Clause  4,  pace  2,  line  35,  after  *  board/  to 
insert  *  and  every  Dody  of  overseers  and  other 
bodies  discharging  the  duties  of  overseers  as 
regards  the  making  and  collection  of  the 
rates.*" 

Sir  R  B.  FINLAY  submitted  that  a 
clause  which  dealt  with  the  transfers  to 
borough  councils  of  powers  from  vestries 
and  other  local  bodies  was  not  the  place 
to  move  an  Amendment  dealing  with 
overseers,  which  could  be  dealt  with  in 
Clause  11. 

Mr.  lough  said  the  object  of  the 
clause  was  to  do  away  with  these  local 
bodies  and  to  transfer  their  -duties  to  the 
new  councils.  The  duties  of  the  vestries 
included  the  duties  of  overseers. 

♦The  CHAIRMAN:  Clause  11  specifi- 
cally deals  with  the  appointment  and 
duties  of  overseers.  That  is  the  proper 
clause  on  which  to  raise  the  point. 

Mr.  BURDETT-COUTTS  understood 
that  there  had  been  considerable  difficulty 
in  some  cases  in  regard  to  the  custody  of 
documents.  He  suggested  that  some 
words  should  be  added  to  the  clause  to 
make  it  clear  as  to  who  should  have  the 
custody  of  the  documents. 

Sir  R.  B.  FINLAY  hoped  that  his  hon. 
friend  would  not  press  his  Amendment, 
as  it  was  quite  unnecessary. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  lough  moved  the  following 
Amendment — 

"  In  Claose  4,  page  3,  lines  1  and  %  to  leave 
oat  the  words  *  and  the  clerk  of  the  council 
Bhall  be  called  the  town  clerk.' " 

He  thought  it  was  obvious  that  these 
boroughs  would  be  different  from  the 
municipalities,  and  that  a  better  title 
would  be  "  borough  clerk." 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  We  have 
determined  that  the  precedent  of  the 
Municipal  Corporations  Act  should  be 
followed,  and  I  see  no  reason  why  we 
should  depart  from  the  general  line  of 
policy  adopted.  It  seems  to  me  that,  as 
we  have  put  these  boroughs  in  precisely 
an  analogous  position  to  the  provincial 
boroughs,  we  should  adopt  the  name  so 
well  and  honourably  identified  with  the 
clerks  of  the  boroughs. 


Amendment  negatived. 


♦Sir    CHARLF^   DILKE   moved   the 
following  Amendment — 

**  In  Clause  4,  page  3,  line  3,  to  omit  the 
words  :  *  Provided  that  in  the  case  of  borrowing 
powers  so  transferred  the  sanction  of  thelLociJ 
Government  Board  shall  l>e  substituted  for  the 
sanction  of  the  liondon  County  Council.'  " 

In  the  days  of  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works  the  Treasury  promoted  the 
Finance  Bill  of  the  Board,  which  included 
loans  to  various  vestries.  Since  the 
institution  of  the  London  County  Council 
these  loans  had  been  made  by  the  London 
County  Council.  At  every  conference  at 
which  the  future  government  had  been 
considered  there  was  some  difference 
of  opinion  on  this  question  among  the 
local  authorities ;  but  at  every  one  of 
these  conferences  there  was  a  majority  in 
favour  of  leaving  the  question  of  finance 
with  the  London  County  Council.  The 
London  County  Council  had  always  had 
upon  it  financial  authorities  of  the  very 
highest  experience,  and  in  this  respect  it 
had  the  confidence  of  every  one  in  London. 
On  the  conservative  principle  of  leaving 
well  alone,  he  thought  that  the  London 
County  Council  should  continue  to  finance 
the  local  authorities.  The  Royal  Com- 
mission presided  over  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Bodmin  recommended  that 
the  matter  should  be  left  as  it  at  pre- 
sent stood.  The  proposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  to  reverse  matters.  If  that 
were  done  it  would  undoubtedly  cause  a 
greater  cost  in  obtaining  loans  than  at 
present.  It  could  not  be  said  that 
the  London  County  Council  had  been 
lax  in  regard  to  the  matter  of  loans. 
It  had  exercised  effective  supervision 
on  the  character  of  these  loans,  and  it  had 
trained  up  a  financial  staff  which  had  now 
the  conficience  of  all  local  bodies  in  Lon- 
don. The  most  highly  conservative  vestriea 
had,  indeed,  made  strong  remonstrances 
against  this  change.  He  could  not  con- 
ceive why  this  change  had  been  proposed^ 
unless  the  Government  had  been  scared 
at  the  mere  name  of  the  London  County 
Council.  The  Amendment  had  the 
support  of  many  members  on  the 
Government  side  of  the  House. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  result  of 
the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
would  be  to  leave  in  the  hands  of 
the  London  County  Council  practically 
absolute  control  over  the  borrowing 
powers  of  the  new  boroughs  created  by 
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the  BilL  I  am  one  of  those  who  think 
that  the  London  County  Council  has 
managed  extremely  well  the  financial 
business  in  connection  with  the  metro- 
politan loans  entrusted  to  it.  I  hope 
to  conciliate  all  parties,  and  in  what  1 
have  to  say  in  defence  of  the  view  that 
.  the  London  County  Council  ought  not 
to  have  absolute  control  in  finance  over 
these  new  boroughs,  it  must  not  be 
sapposed  that  I  desire  to  make  any 
reflection  on  that  body.  But  it  is 
evident  that  if  the  municipalities  are  to 
be  supreme  and  unfettered  within  their 
owa  sphere  of  action  they  must  have 
as  unfettered  powers  of  borrowing  as  are 
possessed  by  the  other  municipalities  in 
the  country.  That  seems  to  me  to  be 
axiomatic.  If  you  aUow  the  London 
County  Council  the  powers  which  it 
already  exercises — well  as  they  have 
been  exercised — it  would  always  be  in 
the  power  of  the  London  County  Council 
to  control  all  the  actions  of  these 
municipalities  which  are  dependent  on 
their  power  to  borrow  money.  The 
Committee  will  feel  that  it  would  be 
entirely  antagonistic  to  the  fundamental 
principle  of  the  Bill  to  put  these 
municipalities  entirely  under  the  control 
of  the  County  Council.  I  therefore  can- 
not accept  the  Amendment  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet.  At  the  same  time  I  am 
fully  alive  to  the  importance  of  the 
arguments  addressed  to  the  House  on 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  by  him 
and,  amongst  others,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Islington.  They  hold  that  it  is  very 
important,  for  financial  reasons,  that  as  far 
as  possible  the  debt  of  London  should  be 
a  consolidated  debt,  to  be  contracted 
by  a  single  body,  having  as  its 
security  a  single  mass  of  property.  It 
seems  to  me  that  these  two  views  could 
be  reconciled  if  we  left  it  to  the  London 
County  Council  in  the  first  instance  to 
make  the  loan,  and  only  gave  the  local 
bodies  the  power  of  going  outside  the 
London  County  Council  if  the  London 
County  Council  had  attached  conditions 
to  that  loan  or  had  forbidden  it.  The 
power  of  the  London  County  Council 
would  still  remain  unimpaired.  If 
the  time  should  ever  come,  as  I  hope 
it  will  never  come,  when  by  the  muta- 
tions of  public,  party,  and  municipal  life, 
there  shall  ever  be  a  contest,  a  controversy, 
between  one  of  these  new  municipalities 
and  the  central  authority  over  some 
scheme  of    local  improvement ;    if   the 


London  County  Council  should  attempt 
in  an  evil  moment  to  abuse  the  great 
powers  they  have  hitherto  so  admirably 
employed,  the  local  authority  should  have 
the  power  to  pass  on  one  siae,  and  appeal 
to  some  independent  tribunal  to  decide 
whether  the  loan  it  desired  should  be 
granted  or  not,  and  under  what  condi- 
tions. There  are  Amendments  I  believe 
on  the  paper,  in  the  name  of  my  hon. 
friend,  which  carry  out  in  the  main  the 
view  which  I  have  been  endeavouring  to 
express  to  the  Committee.  Perhaps  the 
best  form  of  words  would  be  to  make  the 
paragraph  read  as  follows  : — 

**  Provided  that  if  the  London  County  Coun- 
cil refuse  their  sanction  to  a  loan,  or  attach 
conditions  to  their  sanction,  an  appeal  sliall 
lie  to  the  Local  Government  Board,  whose 
decision  shall  be  final." 

That  generally,  I  think,  coincides  with  the 
view  expressed  by  one  or  two  of  my  hon. 
friends.  It  leaves  the  London  County 
Council,  probably  for  all  time,  with  the 
control  of  the  great  metropolitan  debt, 
but  provides  that  in  case  these  powers 
under  changed  circumstances  should  be 
abused,  the  local  authority  should  not 
thereby  suffer,  but  should  retain  the  inde- 
pendent power  of  borrowing  possessed 
by  all  the  sister  municipalities  in  the 
kingdom. 

♦Mr.  COHEN  thanked  his  right  hon. 
friend  for  the  just  and  generous  tribute  he 
had  paid  to  the  way  in  which  the  London 
County  Council  haa  managed  its  finances. 
He  thanked  him  also  for  the  generous 
way  in  which  he  wished  to  meet  the  views 
of  the  members  of  the  London  County 
Council  who  shared  the  opinion  that  it  was 
as  much  for  the  advantage  of  the  borrow- 
ing bodies  as  for  that  of  the  ratepayers  of 
London,  that  the  control  of  the  London 
County  Council  should  continue.  At  the 
same  time  he  did  not  think  the  friends  of 
the  London  County  Council  need  further 
resist  the  proposal  of  his  right  hon.  friend, 
because  he  believed  that  the  provision  he 
had  made  would  result  in  the  London 
County  Council  having  control  nearly  as 
complete  as  it  was  at  this  moment.  He 
doubted,  however,  whether  the  phrase  in 
reference  to  conditions  made  by  the 
London  County  Council  might  not  lead 
to  complications.  If  the  Committee  would 
allow  him,  he  might  say  that  since  the 
London  County  Council  had  been  in 
existence,  three  and  a-half  millions 
had  been    granted    in    loans,  and   that 
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Mr.  lough  moved— 


"  In  Clause  4,  paee  2,  line  35,  after '  board/  to 
insert  *  and  every  oody  of  overseers  and  other 
bodies  discharging  the  duties  of  overseers  as 
regards  the  making  and  collection  of  the 
rates.' " 

Sir  R  B.  FINLAY  submitted  that  a 
clause  which  dealt  with  the  transfers  to 
borough  councils  of  powers  from  vestries 
and  other  local  bodies  was  not  the  place 
to  move  an  Amendment  dealing  with 
overseers,  which  could  be  dealt  with  in 
Clause  II. 

Mr.  lough  said  the  object  of  the 
clause  was  to  do  away  with  these  local 
bodies  and  to  transfer  their  -duties  to  the 
new  councils.  The  duties  of  the  vestries 
included  the  duties  of  overseers. 

♦The  CHAIRMAN:  Clause  II  specifi- 
cally deals  with  the  appointment  and 
duties  of  overseers.  That  is  the  proper 
clause  on  which  to  raise  the  point. 

Mr.  BURDETT-COUTTS  understood 
that  there  had  been  considerable  difficulty 
in  some  cases  in  regard  to  the  custody  of 
documents.  He  suggested  that  some 
words  should  be  added  to  the  clause  to 
make  it  clear  as  to  who  should  have  the 
custody  of  the  documents. 

Sir  R.  B.  FINLAY  hoped  that  his  hon. 
friend  would  not  press  his  Amendment, 
as  it  was  quite  unnecessary. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  lough  moved  the  following 
Amendment — 

**  In  Clause  4,  page  3,  lines  1  and  2,  to  leave 
out  the  words  *  and  the  clerk  of  the  council 
shall  be  called  the  town  clerk.' " 

He  thought  it  was  obvious  that  these 
boroughs  would  be  different  from  the 
municipalities,  and  that  a  better  title 
would  be  "  borough  clerk." 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  We  have 
determined  that  the  precedent  of  the 
Municipal  Corporations  Act  should  be 
followed,  and  I  see  no  reason  why  we 
should  depart  from  the  general  line  of 
policy  adopted.  It  seems  to  me  that,  as 
we  have  put  these  boroughs  in  precisely 
an  analogous  position  to  the  provincial 
boroughs,  we  should  adopt  the  name  so 
well  and  honourably  identified  with  the 
clerks  of  the  boroughs. 


Amendment  negatived. 


♦Sir    CHARLF^   DILKE   moved   the 
following  Amendment — 

"  In  Clause  4,  page  3,  line  3,  to  omit  the 
words  :  *  Provided  that  in  the  case  of  borrowing 
powers  so  transferred  the  sanction  of  thelLocai 
Government  Board  shall  be  substituted  for  the 
sanction  of  the  London  County  CounciL**  " 

In   the   days  of  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of    Works  the  Treasury  promoted   the 
Finance  Bill  of  the  Board,  which  included 
loans  to    various    vestries.       Since    the 
institution  of  the  London  County  Council 
these  loans  had  been  made  by  the  London 
County  Council.     At  every  conference  at 
which  the  future  government  had   been 
considered    there    was    some  difference 
of  opinion  on  this  question  amon^  the 
local  authorities ;   but  at  every   one   of 
these  conferences  there  was  a  majority  in 
favour  of  leaving  the  question  of  finance 
with  the  London  County  Council.     The 
London  County  Council  had  always  had 
upon  it  financial  authorities  of  the  very 
highest  experience,  and  in  this  respect  it 
had  the  confidence  of  every  one  in  London. 
On  the  conservative  principle  of  leaving 
well  alone,  he  thought  that  the  London 
County  Council  should  continue  to  finance 
the  local  authorities.     The  Royal  Com- 
mission presided  over  by  the  ri^ht  hon. 
Member  for  Bodmin  recommended  that 
the  matter  should  be  left  as  it  at  pre- 
sent stood.     The  proposal  of  the  Gtovern- 
ment   was   to  reverse  matters.     If   that 
were  done  it  would  undoubtedly  cause  a 
greater  cost  in  obtaining  loans  than  at 
present.      It   could    not    be    said    that 
the    London  County  Council  had  been 
lax  in  regard    to    the   matter  of  loans. 
It    had    exercised    effective  supervision 
on  the  character  of  these  loans,  and  it  had 
trained  up  a  financial  staff  which  had  now 
the  confioence  of  all  local  bodies  in  Lon- 
don. The  most  highly  conservative  vestries 
had,  indeed,  made  strong   remonstrances 
against  this  change.     He  could  not  con- 
ceive why  this  change  had  been  proposed, 
unless  the  Grovemment  had  been  scared 
at  the  mere  name  of  the  London  County 
Council.       The    Amendment     had     the 
support     of    many    members    on    the 
Grovemment  side  of  the  House. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  result  of 
the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
would  be  to  leave  in  the  hands  of 
the  London  County  Council  practically 
absolute  control  over  the  borrowing 
powers  of  the  new  boroughs  created  by 
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the  Bill     I  am  one  of  those  who  think 
that    the  London  Countv  Council    has 
managed    extremely    well  the    financial 
business  in   connection  with  the   metro- 
politan  loans     entrusted   to  it.      I  hope 
to    conciliate  all  parties,   and  in  what  I 
have  to  say  in  defence  of  the  view  that 
the  London   County  Council  ought  not 
to  have  absolute  control  in  finance  over 
these   new    boroughs,    it  must    not    be 
supposed  that    I  desire    to    make    any 
reflection    on     that   body.       But    it    is 
evident  that  if  the  municipalities  are  to 
be  supreme  and   unfettered  within  their 
own  sphere  of  action  they    must    have 
as  unfettered  powers  of  borrowing  as  are 
possessed   by  the  other  municipalities  in 
the  country.     That  seems  to  me  to  be 
axiomatic.       If    you  allow  the  London 
County    Council    the    powers  which    it 
already    exercises — well    as    they    have 
been  exercised — it  would  always  be  in 
the  power  of  the  London  County  Council 
to    control    all     the    actions    of    these 
municipalities    which  are  dependent  on 
their    power  to    borrow    money.      The 
Committee   will    feel  that  it  would  be 
entirely  antagonistic  to  the  fundamental 
principle    of    the     Bill     to     put    these 
municipalities  entirely  under  the  control 
of  the  County  Council.     I  therefore  can- 
not accept  the  Amendment  of  the   right 
hon.  Baronet.     At  the  same  time  I  am 
fully  alive    to  the    importance    of    the 
aiguments  addressed    to    the  House  on 
the    second  reading  of  the  Bill  bv  him 
and,  amongst  others,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Islington.      They  hold  that  it  is  very 
important,  for  financial  reasons,  that  as  far 
as  possible  the  debt  of  London  should  be 
a  consolidated  debt,   to  be    contracted 
by    a    single    body,      having     as     its 
security  a  single  mass  of  property.      It 
seems  to  me  that  these  two  views  could 
be  reconciled  if  we  left  it  to  the  London 
County  Council  in  the  first  instance  to 
make  the  loan,   and  only  gave  the  local 
bodies  the  power  of  going  outside  the 
London  County  Council  if  the  London 
County  CouncU  had  attached  conditions 
to  that  loan  or  had  forbidden  it.     The 
power    of  the    London    County  Council 
would     still     remain    unimpaired.      If 
the  time    should    ever  come,  as  I  hope 
it  will  never  come,  when  by  the  muta- 
tions of  public,  party,  and  municipal  life, 
.  there  shall  ever  be  a  contest,  a  controversy, 
between  one  of  these  new  municipalities 
and    the    central  authority    over    some 
scheme  of   local  improvement ;    if  the 


London  County  Council  should  attempt 
in  an  evil  moment  to  abuse  the  great 
powers  they  have  hitherto  so  admirably 
employed,  the  local  authority  should  have 
the  power  to  pass  on  one  siae,  and  appeal 
to  some  independent  tribunal  to  decide 
whether  the  loan  it  desired  should  be 
granted  or  not,  and  under  what  condi- 
tions. There  are  Amendments  I  believe 
on  the  paper,  in  the  name  of  my  hon. 
friend,  which  carry  out  in  the  main  the 
view  which  I  have  been  endeavouring  to 
express  to  the  Committee.  Perhaps  the 
best  form  of  words  would  be  to  maKC  the 
paragraph  read  as  follows : — 

«  Provided  that  if  the  London  Ck>unty  Coun- 
cil refose  their  sanction  to  a  loan,  or  attach 
conditions  to  their  sanction,  an  appeal  shall 
lie  to  the  Local  Government  Board,  whose 
decision  shall  be  final." 

That  generally,  I  think,  coincides  with  the 
view  expressed  by  one  or  two  of  iny  hon. 
friends.  It  leaves  the  London  Uounty 
Council,  probably  for  all  time,  with  the 
control  of  the  great  metropolitan  debt, 
but  provides  that  in  case  these  powers 
under  changed  circumstances  should  be 
abused,  the  local  authority  should  not 
thereby  suffer,  but  should  retain  the  inde- 
pendent power  of  borrowing  possessed 
by  all  the  sister  municipalities  in  the 
langdom. 

♦Mr.  COHEN  thanked  his  right  hon. 
friend  for  the  just  and  generous  tribute  he 
had  paid  to  the  way  in  which  the  London 
County  Council  had  managed  its  finances. 
He  thanked  him  also  for  the  generous 
way  in  which  he  wished  to  meet  the  views 
of  the  members  of  the  London  County 
Council  who  shared  the  opinion  that  it  was 
as  much  for  the  advantage  of  the  borrow- 
ing bodies  as  for  that  of  the  ratepayers  of 
London,  that  the  control  of  the  London 
Coimty  Council  should  continue.  At  the 
same  time  he  did  not  think  the  friends  of 
the  London  County  Council  need  further 
resist  the  proposal  of  his  right  hon.  friend, 
because  he  believed  that  the  provision  he 
had  made  would  result  in  the  London 
County  Council  having  control  nearly  as 
complete  as  it  was  at  this  moment.  He 
doubted,  however,  whether  the  phrase  in 
reference  to  conditions  made  by  the 
London  County  Council  might  not  lead 
to  complications.  If  the  Committee  would 
allow  him,  he  might  say  that  since  the 
London  County  Council  had  been  in 
existence,  three  and  a-half  millions 
had  been   granted    in    loans,  and   that 
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Mr.  lough  said  there  appeared  to 
be  a  general  idea  that  the  Amendment 
in  its  present  form  would  not  entirely 
meet  with  approval,  and  he  would  there- 
fore withdraw  it. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

It  being  midnight,  the  Chairman  left 
the  Chair  to  make  his  Beport  to  the 
House. 

Committee  report  Progress :  to  sit 
again  To-morrow. 

SUPREME  COURT  (APPEALS)  BILL 

[Lords]. 

Considered  in  Committee ;  Committee 
report  Progress ;  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

SOLICITORS  BILL  [Lords], 

Considered  in  Committee,  and  reported, 
as  amended;  to  be  considered  To-morrow. 


FLOODS  PREVENTION. 

Bill  to  give  further  powers  to  County 
Councils  with  a  view  to  the  Prevention  of 
Floods  and  other  damage  arising  from 
Rivers  or  Watercourses,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Colonel  Milward,  Sir  John 
Dorington,  Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice, 
Mr  Humphreys-Owen,  Mr.  Hobhouse, 
and  Mr.  Bill. 

FLOODS  PREVENTION  BILL. 

"To  give  further  powers  to  County 
Coundls  with  a  view  to  the  Prevention 
of  Floods  and  other  damage  arising  from 
Rivers  or  Watercourses,  presented  ac- 
cordingly, and  read  the  first  time ;  to  be 
read  a  second  time  upon  Monday  next, 
and  to  be  printed.    [Bill  181.] 


Adjoamed  at  ten  minates  after 
Twelve  of  the  clock. 
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Tue.<datj,  9th  May  1899. 


ENDOWED  SCHOOLS  ACT,  1869.  AND 
AMENDING  ACTS  (SAINT  PAULS 
SCHOOLS,  LONDON). 

Her  Majesty's  Answer  to  the  Ad- 
dress of  the  24th  of  March  last, 
delivered  by  the  Lord  Steward  (E.  Pem- 
broke and  Montgomery),  and  read  as 
follows,  viz. : 

I  have  receive<l  your  Address  pray- 
ing that  I  will  withhold  my  Assent  to 
the  Scheme  for  the  management  of 
St.  PauFs  Schools  in  London.  I  will 
comply  with  your  advice. 


PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS, 


ft 
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OWEN'S  COLLEGE  MANCHESTER  BILL. 

[Lords.] 

Presented  (pursuant  to  leave  given 
yesterday) ;  read  1",  and  referred  to  the 
Examiners. 

BROOKE'S   PARK  (LONDONDERRY) 
BILL.  [Lonlft.] 

Presented  (pursuant  to  leave  given 
yesterday),  and  read  1*. 

The  Lonl  Chancellor  acquainted  the 
House  that  the  Clerk  of  the  Parliaments 
had  laid  upon  the  Table  the  Certificate 
from  the  examiners  that  no  Standing 
Orders  are  applicable  to  the  following 
Bill: 

PILOTAiiE  PROVISIONAL  ORDER. 

And  also  the  Certificate  that  the 
St<anding  Orders  applical)le  to  the  follow- 
ing Bill  have  been  complied  with  : 

ELECTRIC    LIGHTING   PROVISIONAL 
ORDER  (No.  9).  [Lords.] 

The  same  were  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
Ta])le. 

PORT  TALBOT  RAILWAV  AND  DOCKS 

BILL.  [Lonls.] 

Committee  to  meet  to-morrow. 
VOL.  LXXL  Fourth  Series. 


;  TRANSVAAL  MORTGAGE    LOAN    AND 
FINANCE  COMPANY  BILL.    [Lords.] 

Committee  to  meet  on  Monday  next. 

HUMBER  CONSERVANCY  BILL.  [Lords.] 

The  Queen's  consent  signified ;  and  Bill 
reported  from  the  Select  Committee  with 
amendments. 

NEWHAVEN    AND    SEAFORD    WATER 
BOARD  BILL.  [Lords.] 

Report  from  the  Select  Committee, 
That  it  is  not  expedient  to  proceed  further 
with  the  Bill. 

METROPOLITAN  WATER    COMPANIES 

BILL. 

Report  from  the  Select  Committee 
(with  the  proceedings  of  the  Committee) 
made,  and  to  be  printed.  (No.  82.)  Bill 
reported  with  amendments,  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House,  and  to  be  printed  as  amended. 
[No.  83.] 

LOUGHBOROUGH  GAS  BILL.      [Lords.] 

Report  from  the  Select  Committee, 
That  the  promoters  do  not  intend  to  pro- 
ceed further  with  the  Bill ;  ordered  that 
the  Bill  l>e  not  further  proceeded  with. 

CENTRAL  LONDON  RAILWAY  BILL. 

Read  2*,  and  committed :  the  Com- 
mittee to  be  proposed  hy  the  Committee 
of  Selection. 

GREAT  WESTERN  RAILWAY  BILL. 

Read  2',  and  committed :  the  Com- 
mittee to  lie  proposed  by  the  Committee 
of  Selection. 

MIDLAND  JRAILWAY   BILL. 

Read  2*,  and  committed  :  The  Com- 
mittee to  be  proposed  1)}'  the  Committee 
of  Selection. 

CHARINC;  CROSS,  EUSTON,  AND  H AMP- 
STEAD  RAILWAY   BILL. 

Read  2',  and  committed :  the  Com- 
mittee to  be  propi)sed  by  the  Committee 
of  Selection. 

NORTH  WEST   LONDON    RAILWAY 

BILL. 

Read  2',  and  committed. 

BRIGC;    URBAN    DISTRICT    (IAS    BILL- 

Read  2*,  and  committed. 
.    E 
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MANCHESTER    CORPORATION    TRAM- 
WAYS BILL.     [Lords.] 

Read  3*,  and  passed,  and  sent  to  the 
Commons. 

OLDHAM   CORPORATION  BILL.  [Lords.] 

Read  3\  and  passed,  and  sent  to  the 
Commons. 

(}LAS(;(  )W  CORPORATION  (TRAMWAYS, 
Etc.)  bill.    [Lords.] 

Read    3*,  and  passed,  and  sent  to  the 
Commons. 

GLASGOW    CORPORATION    (GAS    AND 
WATER)   BILL.    [Lords.] 

Read  3*,  and  passed,  and  sent  to  the 
Commons. 

STOCKTON  AND  MIDDLESBROUGH 
WATER  BILL.    [Lords.] 

Read  3*,  and  passed,  and  sent  to  the 
Commons. 

TOTLAND  WATER  BILL  [Lords]. 

Read  3'  :  An  amendment  made  :  Bill 
passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

LONDON  HOSPITAL  BILL  [Lonls]. 

Read  3*,  and  passed,  and  sent  to  the 
Commons. 

LIVERPOOL  OVERHEAD  RAILWAY 
BILL  [Lords]. 

Read  3',  and  passed,  and  sent  to  the 
Commons. 

EDINBURGH  CORPORATION  BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons  ;    read  1* ; 
and  referred  to  the  Examiners. 

GATESHEAD  AND  DISTRICT  TRAM- 
WAYS BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons ;   read  1* ; 
and  referred  to  the  Examiners. 

GOOLE  URBAN  DISTRICT  COUNCIL 

BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons ;    read  1* ; 
and  referred  to  the  Examiners. 

GLASGOW  DISTRICT  SUBWAY  BILL 

[Lords] . 

Returned  from  the  Commons  agreed  to* 

LOUGHBOROUGH  AND  SHEEPSHED 
RAILWAY  BILL  [Lords]. 

Commons  amendments  considered,  and 
igreed  to. 


MARYPORT  HARBOUR  BILL  [Lords]. 

Report  from  the  Committee  of  Selection, 
that  the  Lord  Ventry  be  proposed  to  the 
House  as  a  member  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee in  the  place  of  the  Lord  Newton ; 
read,  and  agreed  to. 

ELECTRIC     LIGHTING     PROVISIONAL 
ORDER  (No.  9)  BILL  [Lords]. 

To  be  read  2*  on  Friday  next. 

PILOTAGE  PROVISIONAL  ORDER  BILL. 

To  be  read  2'  on  Friday  next :  (The 
Earl  of  Dudley). 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  1)  BILL. 

Read  3'  (according  to  order),  and 
passed. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  &c. 


HISTORICAL  MANUSCRIPTS  (ROYAL 
COMMISSION). 

Fifteenth  Report  of  the  Royal  Com- 
mission on  Historical  Manuscripts :  Pre- 
sented (by  command),  and  ordered  to  lie 
on  the  Table. 

INTERMEDIATE    EDUCATION    BOARD 

(IRELAND). 

Annual  Report  for  1898. 

INEBRIATES  ACT,  1898. 

General  regulations  for  the  manage- 
ment and  discipline  of  certified  inebriate 
reformatories  in  Ireland ; 

Laid  before  the  House  (pursuant  to 
Act),  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 


PETITIONS 


MUNICIPAL  CORPORATIONS 
(BOROUGH    FUNDS    ACT),    1872. 

Petitions  for  amendment  of;  of  Cor- 
poration of  Lincoln and  of  Urban 

District  Council  of  Acton Read,  and 

ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

EDUCATION  (IRELAND). 

Petition  in  favour  of  the  establishment 
of  a  Roman  Catholic  University  in  Ire- 
land; of  the  Clergy  and  Laity  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  Church  in  Scotland; 
read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table, 
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HOUSE  OK  LORDS  OFFICES. 

Select  Committee  to  meet  on  Monday 
next,  at  a  quarter  l>eforo  Four  o^clock  : 
Leave  given  to  the  Committee  to  repprt 
from  time  to  time. 
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Bill  reported  without  amendment ;  and 
,  re-committed  to  the  Standing  Committee, 


OYSTEItS  BILL  [Lonls]. 

A  Bill  for  the  protection  of  public 
health  against  dangers  arising  from  the 
consumption  of  unwholesome  oysters — 
Wiis  presented  by  the  Lord  Harris ;  read 
!•;  to  be  printed;  and  to  be  read  2*  on 
Thurs<lay,  the  18th  inst.      (No.  84.) 

MONEY-LENDING  BILL    [Lordn]. 

Reported  from  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee with  further  amendments :  The 
Report  of  the  amendments  made  in  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  and  by  the 
SUinding  Committee  to  be  received  on 
Friday  next ;  and  Bill  to  be  printed  as 
amended.     (No.  85.) 

BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  BILL  [Lords]. 

Reported  from  the  Standing  Committee 
with  further  amendments :  The  Report 
of  the  amendments  made  in  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  and  by  the  Standing 
Committee  to  be  received  on  Friday 
next ;  and  Bill  to  be  printed  as  amended. 
(No.  86.) 

PARISH  COUNCILLORS  (TENURE  OF 
OFFICE)  BILL. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
order) :  Bill  reported  without  amend- 
ment ;  and  re-committed  to  the  Standing 
Committee. 

LINCOLNSHIRE  CORONERS'  BILL. 

Committee. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
order).  ' 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (the  Earl 
of  Halsbury)  :  I  presume  the  noble  Lord 
in  charge  of  this  Bill  intends  in  the 
Standing  Committee  to  bring  it  into  con- 
formity with  the  Yorkshire  Bill,  which 
he  said  was  the  one  he  was  following. 

Lord  HENEAGE:  I  have  no  inten- 
tion myself  to  move  any  Amendments, 
but  I  shall  be  glad  to  consider  any  that 
the  noble  and  learned  Lonl  may  sug- 
gest. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR :  Then  I 
reserve  what  I  have  to  say  till  the  Stand- 
ing Committee, 


INFECTIOUS  DISEASES  (NOTIFICA- 
TION) ACT  (1889)  EXTENSION  BILL. 

Second  Reading. 


Lord  TURING  :  My  Lords,  very  few 
words  will  be  necessary  from  me  to  ex- 
plain the  object  of  this  Bill.  In  1889  a 
Bill  called  the  "  Infectious  Diseases  (Noti- 
fication) Act "  was  passed,  the  object  of 
it  being  to  require  medical  men  in  atten- 
dance on  sick  persons  suffering  from  any 
infectious  disease  to  notify  the 
same  to  the  medical  officer  of 
health.  The  Bill  was  compulsory  in 
London,  but  required  to  be  adopted 
in  the  provinces.  It  has  been  adopted 
with  great  advantage;  but  there  is  a 
small  gap  where  the  Bill  has  not  been 
adopted,  and  the  measure  which  I  am 
now  asking  your  Lordships  to  read  a 
second  time  is  intended  to  fill  up  that 
gap,  and  make  the  Act  of  1889  universal 
throughout  England.  The  Bill  has 
passea  through  the  House  of  Commons 
without  opposition,  and  is  approved  by  the 
Local  Government  Board,  and  therefore  I 
have  no  hesitation  in  asking  your  Lord- 
ships to  give  it  a  second  reading. 

Moved — 

"That  the  Bill   be  now    read    2^."— {Lord 
Thring,) 

♦Lord  HARRIS :  The  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  have  no  objection  whatever  to 
this  Bill. 

On  Question,  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  2'  (according  to  onler),  and 
committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
House  on  Monday  next. 


QUESTION, 


POST  OFFICE  AT  SALONIKA. 

Lord  NEWTON  :  My  Lords,  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Postmaster-General  whether  any 
further  steps  have  been  taken  towards 
the  establishment  of  a  British  post-office 
at  Salonika.  This  is  a  small  matter  that 
has  occupied  the  attention  of  the  Govern* 
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ment  for  some  considerable  time,  and  I 
should  not  be  surprised  to  learn  that  it 
had  formed  the  subject  of  that  animated 
correspondence    with    the     Treasury    to 
which  the*  noble  Marquess   refetred  the 
other    day.      Owing    to    the    somewhat 
imperfect — I  will  use  no  stronger  term — 
arrangements    of    the     Turkish     postal 
system,  foreign  Governments  are  now  in 
the  habit  of  providing  post-offices  of  their 
own  in  large  Turkisn  towns.     Although 
it  is,  theoretically,  necessary  to  obtain  the 
permission  of   the  Turkish  Government 
to  establish  these  offices,  it  has  frequently 
been   found  needful    to   establish    such 
offices  first,  and  to  ask  for  permission 
afterwards.       These    establishments   are 
not  maintained  for  the  purpose    of  pro- 
ducing revenue,  but  in  order  that  they 
may  afford  some  convenience  to  the  foreign 
commercial  colonies  wTiich  are  established 
in  these  towns,  and  with  the  object  of 
encouraging  foreign  trade.     There  is  an 
important    British    colony    in   Salonika, 
which  is  placed  at  a  considerable  disad- 
vantage  commercially  owing  to  the  ab- 
sence of  a  post-office.     The  British  resi- 
dents have   either  to  make  use  of  the 
Turkish  post-office,  in  which  contingency 
they  would  never  receive  any  letters  at 
all,  or  depend  upon  the  favour  of  those 
foreign  Governments  who  have  post-offices 
of  their  own.      The   establishment  of  a 
British   post-office  at  Salonika  has  been 
strongly    recommended    by  the  Consul- 
General  of  Salonika,  it  has  been  petitioned 
for  by  the  British  Chamber  of  Commerce 
at  Constantinople,  and  the  advisability  of 
establishing  it  has  been  urged  by  our  Em- 
bassy at  Constantinople.     1  conceive  that 
the  only  obstacle  to  the  establishment  of 
a  British  post  office  there  is  the  Treasury, 
and  I  hope  the  Postmaster-General  will 
assure  us  that  the  scruples  of  the  Treasury 
have  been  overcome,  and  that  the  small 
sum  necessary  for  this  modest  undertaking 
will  be  forthcoming  very  soon. 

The  POSTMASTEli-GENERAL  (the 
Duke  of  Norfolk)  :  My  Lords,  I  am 
glad  to  be  al)le  to  assure  the  noble  Lord 
that  the  conditions  are  now  arranged 
under  which  I  trust  very  shortly  to  pro- 
vide a  British  post-office  at  Salonika,  and 
I  am  now  engaged  in  the  personal  ques- 
tion of  appointing  a  postmaster. 

House  adjourned  at  forty-five  minutes 
after  Five  of  the  clock,  to  Friday 
next,  at  fifteen  minutes  after  Ten 
of  the  clock. 

Lo7'd  Newfon, 
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PROVISIONAL  ORDER  BILLS  (STAND- 
ING ORDERS  APPLICABLE  THERETO 
COMPLIED  WITH). 

Mr.  speaker  laid  upon  the  Table 
Report  from  one  of  the  Examiners  of  Peti- 
tions for  Private  Bills,  That,  in  the  case 
of  the  following  Bill,  referred  on  the  First 
Reading  thereof,  the  Standing  Orders 
which  are  applicable  thereto  have  been 
complied  with,  viz.  : — 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT    PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  2)  BILL. 

Ordered,  That  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time  To-morrow. 

BRISTOL   FLOODS   PREVENTION  BILL. 

[Lords,] 

Read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  with 
Amendments. 

EAST  LONDON  WATER   BILL. 

As  amended,  to  be  considered  upon 
Friday. 

SHIREBROOK  AND  DISTRICT  GAS 

BILL. 

As  amended,  considered  ;  An  Amend' 
ment  made;  Bill  to  l)e  rcwad  the  third 
time. 

WALLASEY      TRAMWAYS     AND      IM 
PROVEMENTS  BILL.    [Lords.] 

As  amended,  considered ;  to  be  read  the 
third  time. 

WEST  MIDDLESEX  WATER  BILL. 

As  amended,  considered  ;  to  be  read  tbo 
third  time. 

ST.  ALBAN'S  GAS  BILL.    [Lords.] 
Read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

BRADFORD      TRAMWAYS     AND      IM 
PROVEMENT  BILL  (by  Order). 

Ordered,  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Bradford  Tram- 
ways and  Improvement  Bill  to  especially 
consider  the  Clauses  of  this  Bill  autho- 
rising the  inclosure  of  any  part  of  Baildon 
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Moor,   and   to    report   whether,    having    KINr.SCOUHT   KEADY  AND  ARMAGH 
regard  to  the  provisions  of  The  Commons  '  KAIL^^  AY    BILL. 


Act,  1876,  and  to  the  increase  of  the 
population  in  the  neighbourhood,  such 
inclosure  is  expedient. —(Sir  Charles 
Dilke.) 


lieported  [Preamble  not  proved] ;  Re- 
port to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be 
printed. 


LONDON  AND  NORTH-WESTERN  RAIL- 
WAY (ADDITIONAL  POWERS)  BILL. 

Reported,  with  Amendments ;  Reports 
Order  [Uth   Fel>ruary]   referring  the  i  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
London,  Walthamstow,  and  Epping  Forest 


London,  walthamstow.  and  epp 
ing  forest  railway  bill. 


Railway  Bill  to  the  Examiners  of  Peti 
tions    for    Private    Bills  read,   and  dis- 
charged ;— Bill  withdrawn. — (Dr.  Farqu- 
harson). 

METROPOLITAN      COMMON     SCHEME 

(HARROW  WEALD)  PROVISIONAL 

ORDER  BILL. 

Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

ELECTRIC     LIGHTING    PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  5)  BILL. 

Read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

ELECTRIC     LIGHTING     PROVISIONAL  1 
ORDERS  (No.  6)  BILL. 

Read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

GREAT  NORTHERN  RAILWAY  COM- 
PA  NY  V.  GREAT  CENTRAL  RAIL- 
WAY COMPANY. 

A  Petition  of  Richard  Hill  Dawe  for 
leave  to  the  proper  officer  of  the  House  to 
attend  the  sitting  of  the  Railway  and 
Canal  Commission  to  produce  the  de- 
posited plans  in  relation  to  the  Grimsby 
Docks  Act,  1845,  and  the  Great  Northern 
Railway  Amendment  Bill  (No.  2),  1851. 

Leave  given  to  the  proper  officer  to 
attend  accordingly. — (Dr.  Farquharson.) 

LEITH  HARBOUR  AND  DOCKS  BILL  . 

Reported,  with  Amendments ;  Reports 
to  lie  upon  the -Table,  and  to  be  printed. 

COALVILLE     URBAN     DISTRICT    GAS 

BILL.     [Lords.] 

Reported,  with  Amendments  ;  Reports 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 

WEST  HIGHLAND  RAILWAY  BILL. 

[Lords.] 

Reported,  with  Amendments ;  Reports 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed 


LONDON  COUNTY  COUNCIL  (GENERAL 
POWERS)  BILL. 

Reported,  with  Amendments ;  Reports 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 

LONDON,  BRIGHTON,  AND  SOUTH 
COAST  RAILWAY  (VARIOUS  POWERS) 
BILL. 

Reported,  with  Amendments  ;  Reports 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 

ELECTRIC     LIGHTING     PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  16). 

Bill  to  confirm  certain  Provisional 
i  Orders  made  by  the  Board  of  Trade,  under 
the  Electric  Lighting  Acts  1882  and  1888, 
relating  to  Broadstairs,  Christchurch,  and 
district,  Guildford  (Extension),  Newport 
(Isle  of  Wight),  Sandown  and  Shanklin, 
and  Westgate  and  Birchington,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Ritchie  and  Mr. 
Hanbury. 

ELECTRIC     LIGHTING     PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  16)  BILL. 

**  To  confirm  certain  Provisional  Orders 
made  by  the  Board  of  Trade,  under  the 
Electric  Lighting  Acts,  1882  and  1888, 
relating  to  Broadstairs,  Christchurch  and 
district,  Guildfonl  (Extension^,  Newport 
(Isle  of  Wight),  Sandown  ana  Shanklin, 
and  Westgate  and  Birchington,"  presented 
accordingly,  and  read  the  first  time  ;  to 
be  referred  to  the  Examiners  of  Petitions 
for  Private  Bills,  and  to  be  printed. 
[BUI  182.] 


PETITIONS. 


BOROUGH  FUNDS  ACT,  1872. 

Petitions  for  alteration  of  Law  ; — From 
Acton ; — and,  Lincoln ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 


MANCHESTER   CORPORATION 
(GENERAL  POWERS)  BILL. 

Reported  from  the  Select   Conunittee  ! 
on  Police  and  Sanitary  Regulations  Bills,         EDUCATION  OF  CHILDREN  BILL, 
with  Amendments ;  Report  to  lie   upon        Petition  from  Leicester,  in  favour ;  to 
the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.  lie  u^^on  the  Table. 
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Paper  laid  upon  the  Table  by  the  Clerk 
of  the  House  : — 

TEMPORARY  LAWS. 

Register  of  Temporary  Laws  for  the 
Fifth  Session,  Twenty-sixth  Parliament, 
of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland,  pursuant  to  Report  of  the 
Select  Committee  on  Expiring  Lavrs  in 
Session  1866;  to  be  printed.     [No.  186.] 

RAILWAYS  IN  IRELAND  (STATE 
ADVANCES). 

Return  ordered,  "  of  the  total  amount 

of  money  advanced  by  the  State  by  loan 

Bentinck  and  Teversal  Collieries  ;  to  lie  ]  or  grant  for  the  construction  of  railways? 

in  Ireland,  showing  the  separate  amounts 
advanced  on  the  different  lines  now  in  the 
possession  of  the  existing  companies  ;  the 


LIQUOR  TRAFFIC  LOCAL  VETO  (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 

Petition  from  Ullapool,  in  favour ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

MIDWIFERY  FRACTION  ERS. 

Petition  of  the  Midwives'  Society,  for 
legislation  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

MiNEiS  (EIGHT  HOURS)  BILL. 

Petitions  in  fdvour ; — From  Reservoir ; 
-^Netherseal ; — Wells  Way ; — Tyning ; — 
Clandown  ;  — Writhlington ;  —  Huish  ; — 
Camerton  New  ; — Camerton  Old  ; — Fox- 
cote  ;  ^—  Kilmersdon  ;  —  Ludlows  ; — and. 


upon  the  Table. 

OWLER,  ANN. 

Petition  of  George  Owler,  for  inquiry 
into  the  cause  of  her  death  ;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table. 


PUBLIC  HEALTH   ACTS   AMENDMENT 

BILL. 

Petition  from  Brighton,  in  favour  ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

RATING  OF  MACHINERY  BILL. 

Petition    from    Auckland,  against ;    to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 


amount  of  principal  and  interest  repaid 
by  railway  companies  to  the  Treasury, 
segregated  amongst  the  existing  com- 
panies ;  the  net  amount  of  the  l)aronial 
guarantees  paid  by  each  Irish  county  to 
railway  companies,  any  recoupment 
made  by  the  Treasury  being  deducte<l 
from  the  gross  amount ;  the  amount  pre- 
sented and  passed  for  this  purpose  during 
the  year  1898,  and  the  companies  to 
whom  it  was  paid." — (Mr,  Field.) 


PUBLIC  BILLS. 


SALE  OF  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS  ON 
SUNDAY  BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour  ; — From  Stockport 
(two) ; — Haverton    Hill ; — and,    Bolton  ; 

to  lie  upon  the  Table.  NATIONAL  MONUMENTS  IN  CHURCHES 

TEMPERANCE    REFORM   (THREEFOLD  i  ^^^^  [Lords]. 

OPTION)  (SCOTLAND)  BILL.  i      Read   the   first   time ;    to   be    read   a 

Petitions  in  favour  ;— From  Abenleen  ;    second  time  upon  Thursday,  and   to  be 
—and,  Chirnside ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table.   .  printed.     [Bill  183.] 


VACCINATION  ACTS  1867  AND  1898. 

Petitions  for  alteration  of  Law  ; — From 
Oldham  ;— and,  St.  Mary,  Islington  ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

WORKMEN'S      COMPENSATION      ACT 
(1897)  AMENDMENT  (No.  2)  BILL. 

Petition  of  the  Mining  Association  of 
Great  Britain,  against ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 


RETURNS,    REPORIS,  dr. 


HISTORICAL    MANUSCRIPTS     (ROYAL 
COMMISSION). 

Copy  presented, — of  Fifteenth  Report 


LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (SCOTLAND)  ACT 
(1894)  AMENDMENT  (No.  2). 

Bill  to  amend  the  Local  Government 
(Scotland)  Act,  1894,  ordered  to  Ikj 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Alexander  Cross,  Sir 
Walter  Foster,  Sir  Charles  Cameron,  Sir 
William  Priestley,  Sir  William  Arrol, 
Dr.  Farquharson,  and  Mr.  Nicol. 

BATHS  AND  WASHHOUSES  ACTS 
AMENDMENT. 

Bill  to  amend  the  Baths  and  Wash- 
houses  Acts,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Bigwood  and  Sir  Frederick  Dixon- 
Hartland. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (SCOTLAND) 


of  the  Royal    Commission   on  Historical  ,    ACT  (1894)  AMENDMENT  (No.  2)  BILL. 

Manuscripts  [by  Command] ;  to  lie  upon  I      "  To    amend    the    Local   Government 

the  Table.  i  (Scotland)   Act,    1894,"    presented,    and 
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read  the  first  time  ;  to  be  read  a  second 
time  upon  Wednesday,  14th  June,  and  to 
be  printed.     [Bill  184.] 

BATHS  AND  WASHHOUSES  ACTS 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 

''  To  amend  the  Baths  and  Washhouses 
Acts,''  presented,  and  read  the  first  time ; 
to  be  read  a  second  time  upon  Monday 
next,  and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  185.] 


QUESTIONS, 


IRISH     RAILWAY    RATES     FOR    THE 
CARRIAGE  OF  FISH. 

Mr.  field  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick) :  I 
beg   to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  last  re- 
port of  the  Congested  Districts  Board,  in 
which  it  appears  that  the  Boanl  paid  the 
Arran    fishermen     for    spring    mackerel 
£2,861,  and   to   railway   and   steamship 
companies  for  freight  £2,676  ;  to  Cleggan  ' 
fishermen  £2,516,  and  for  freight  of  same  j 
to  railways  £1,884  ;  to  Doonloghan  fisher- 1 
men  £191,  and  to  railway  companies  for  i 
freight  of  same  £162  ;  wnether  he  would  | 
state  the  weight  of  fish  carried  in  each  , 
case,  and  the  charge  per  ton  per  mile; 
and  what  steps   the  Congested  Districts 
Board  propose  to  take  to  secure  reason- '' 
able  freights  for  the  haulage  of  fish  from 
the  West  of  Ireland.  ' 

I 

♦The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  G.  W.  Balfour,  Leeds, 
Central):  The  figures  mentioned  in  the 
question  are  correctly  quoted  from  the 
last  report  of  the  Congested  Districts 
Board,  but  it  is  necessary  to  observe  that 
market  charges  and  salesmen's  commission 
are  included  in  the  amounts  under  the 
head  of  freights.  I  am  afraid  I  cannot 
give  the  freight  charges  per  ton  per 
mile,  but  a  statement  of  the  through 
rates  per  ton  to  English  markets  has  been 
forwarded  to  the  hon.  Member  for  his 
information.  The  Congested  Wstricts 
Board  having  been  in  communication 
with  the  carrying  companies  on  the  sub- 
ject of  a  reduction  in  the  rates,  the  com- 
panies have  recently  agreed  to  equalise 
the  charges  for  one  and  three  ton  con- 
signments this  season.  The  Gal  way 
Steamboat  Company  have  made  a  reduc- 
tion of  about  14  per  cent,  in  their 
charges. 


Mr.  FIELD :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  his  attention  has  baen 
called  to  the  fact  that  over  47,000  tons  of 
fish  were  landed  on  the  Irish  coasts  in 
1898,  exclusive  of  cral)s,  lobsters,  and 
oysters;  and  that  of  this  amount  only 
14,364  tons,  inclusive  of  crabs,  lobsters, 
and  oysters,  were  carried  by  the  Irish 
railways  in  1898  ;  and,  considering  that 
more  than  two-thirds  of  the  fish  landed 
on  the  Irish  coasts  have  not  been  con- 
veyed to  market  by  Irish  railways, 
whether  he  will  direct  the  inspectors  of 
Irish  fisheries  to  make  inquiry  at  the 
different  Irish  fishing  ports  into  the 
causes  which  prevented  the  sending  to 
market  by  railways  of  such  a  large  pro- 
portion of  the  fish  landed  on  the  Irish 
coasts,  and  issue  a  return  of  the  result  oi 
the  inciuiry. 

♦Mr.  G.  W.  BALFOUR :  The  figures 
quoted  in  the  first  paragraph  are  taken 
from  a  return  recently  laid  before  Parlia- 
ment. As  regards  the  second  paragraph, 
it  is  the  fiict  that  steamers  are  mainlv 
employed  in  the  conveyance  to  England 
of  fish  caught  off  the  Irish  coasts.  The 
reasons  for  the  adoption  of  this  mode  of 
transit  are  already  well  known,  and  it  is 
unnecessary  to  make  the  further  inquiry 
suggested  in  the  question.  These  reasons 
may  be  stated  briefly  as  follows :  Car- 
riage by  sea  is  cheaper  than  by  land  and 
sea  combined;  the  boxes  in  which  the 
fish  are  packed  receive  less  handling  than 
they  would  if  sent  partly  by  rail  and 
partly  by  sea;  the  fish  are  more  easily 
kept  cool  in  the  hold  of  a  steamer,  and 
consequently  they  reach  England  in  better 
condition. 

IRISH  POLICE  FOIICES. 

Mr.  FIELD:  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chitf 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, whether,  in  view  of  the  serious  dif- 
ference which  exists  in  the  constitution, 
pay,  promotion,  and  local  control  of  the 
Irish  Metropolitan  Police  and  the  Irish 
Constabulary,  as  compared  with  any 
'  other  police  force  in  the  three  kingdoms, 
I  a  Commission  will  be  appointed  to  inciuire 
into  and  report  upon  the  different 
systems. 

♦Mr.  G.  W.  BALFOUR :  It  is  not  pro- 
posed to  appoint  a  Commission  for  the 
purposes  indicated  in  this  question. 


ROYAL     IRISH    CONSTABULARY 

CADETS. 

Mr.  field  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  an  examination  is  about  to 


143  Fisheries.  {COMMONS}  Fiehmes.  1^1 

tioned  was  2,074  from  the  Ck>unt7 
Armagh  (inclusive  of  four  cases  trans- 
ferred from  the  Civil  Bill  Court)  and 
1,418  from  the  County  I>own.  The 
number  of  applications  disposed  of  by  the 
be  held  for  Royal  Irish  Constabulary  Commissioners  in  the  same  period  wa.- 
cadets  ;  how  many  vacancies  for  the  posi- '  2,258  cases  from  Armagh,  and  1,606  frf»m 
tion  of  district  inspector  *»re  to  be  so  Down.  As  regards  applications  to  Ci^  il 
filled;  whether  each  appointment  thus  Bill  Courts,  the  number  received  ::: 
made  stops  four  promotions  in  the  rank  j  Armagh  was  six,  and  the  number  il>- 
and  file,  those  of  head  constable,  sergeant,  posed  of  in  that  county  two,  the  other 
acting-sergeant,  and  constable ;  how  long  four  cases  having  been  transferred  to  iht- 
it  is  necessary  for  a  cadet  to  serve  before  Land  Commission.  No  applications  were 
being  placed  in  charge  of  a  district ;  and  :  received  or  disposed  of  by  the  Ci^'il  Bin 
what  has  been  the  average  period  of  ser  Court  in  Down  within  the  period  stattftJ. 
vice  of  head  constables  promoted  to  that 

position;  and  in  what  respect  the  qualifi- ;   IRI^H  LAND  COMMISSION ;  Al>PKALs. 
cations  of  a  cadet  fit  him  for  precedence.    I      Mr.  M'GHEE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 

j  Secretary    to    the    Lord    Lieutenant    of 
*Mr.  G.  W.  BALFOUR  :  The  examina- 1  Ireland,  whether  he  will  state  the  numlier 
tion  for  cadetships  will  take  place  on  the  *  of  sittings  of  the  Chief  Land  Commission 
29th  inst.     The  candidates  are  nominated  ;  held  at  Armagh  and  Belfast  respectively 
for  places,  but  the  vacancies  have  not  yet  j  since   1st  January,  1898  :     And,   at  how 
arisen.      Gentlemen    successful     at    this  |  many   of  these   sittings  at  Belfast    and 
examination   will   only   fill   half  the  va-    Armagh  respectively   Mr.    Commissioner 
cancies  as  they  occur.     No  promotions  to  ;  Morrogh  O'Brien  was  a  member   of  the 
which  head  constables,  sergeants,  acting  i  Commission  sitting  there, 
sergeants,    and    constables  are  entitled,  j 

under  the  existing  regulations,  will  be  \  *Mr.  G.  W.  BALFOUR :  The  L^iiid 
stopped  by  the  appointments  above  re-  i  Commission  Court  has  sat  twice  at  Armagh 
f erred  to.  A  cadet  usually  undergoes  i  and  five  times  kt  Belfast  since  the  1st 
five  or  six  months*  insti-uction  before  he  \  January,  1898.  The  latter  pai'agraph  of 
is  considered  fit  to  be  placed  in  charge  of  I  the  question  appears  intended  to  mark  an 
a  district.  The  average  period  of  service  j  invidious  distinction  between  different 
of  the  twenty-one   head   constables  last ,  Members  of  the  Land  Commission   ami 


the   Commissioners  decline,  and  I  think 
properly  decline,  to  answer  it. 


promoted     is     twenty-three    years    ten 
months.      Cadets,  who  are  highly  edu- 
cated and  pass  a  severe  competitive  ex- 
amination, are  soon  fitted  for  the  position  !  HOWTH  FISHERIES, 
of  district  inspector,   and  after  a    few  |      Mr.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  North)  :  I 
years'  experience  become  officers  of  high  j  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to    the 
efficiency.                                                      [  Loixi  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  with  refei^nce 

j  to  his  statement  that  the  Howth  fisher- 
ARMAGH  AND  DOWN   LAND  COMMIS-  I  men,  who  have  been  complaining  of  the 

SION  COURTS.  i  destruction   of  their  nets-  and  lines   by 

Mr.  M*GHEE  (Louth,  S.) :    I  beg  to    steam  trawlers,  were  unable  to  give  any 

ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu-   clue  to  the  detection  of  the  offenders, 

tenant  of  Ireland,  with  reference  to  the    whether  he  has  subsequently  ascertained 


applications  to  fix  fair  rent  in  the  counties 
of  Armagh  and  Down,  whether  he  will 
state  the  number  of  such  applications  made 
to  the  county  court  judge,  and  also  the 


that  the  Fishery  Commissioners  were 
informed  that  on  Tuesday,  the  25th 
March,  a  trawler,  named  the  Peter  John- 
son,  registered  at  Aberdeen,  deliberately 


¥  *  C?       '  —         T O 7 ^ 

number  made  to  the  Land  Commission  ran  into  and  destroyed  lines  to  the  value 
Court  in  each  county  since  tha  1st  day  of  ;  of  X6  ;  if  so,  whether  any  in(juiry  has 
May  1898,  and  also  the  number  disposed  been  made  into  the  truth  of  this  state- 
of  by  either  court  in  each  county.  tnent ;  and,   if  not,    will  he   explain   on 

whiit  grounds  ?  and  whether  any  action 
*Mr.  G.  "W.  BALFOUR  :  The  number    will  be  taken  now  in  this  case  either  by 
of  fair  rent  applications  iecei\'ed  by  the  ,  the   Fishery    Commissioners  or    by  the 
Land  Commissioners  in  the  period  men- 1  Government. 
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♦Mr.  6.  W.  BALFOUR :  I  am  informed  I  Dublin.     For  further  details  I  must  ask 


by  the  Inspectors  of  Fisheries  that  no 
trace  can  be  found  in  the  records  of  their 
Department  of  the  receipt  of  the  com- 
plaint referred  to  in  the  question,  nor 
was  any  such  complaint  made  to  the 
Coastguard  at  Howth  and  Baldoyle.  The 
Co.ustguard  have  been  instructed  to  make 


the  hon.  Member  to  await  the  circulation 
of  the  Bill  whichj  I  hope,  Mrill  be  in  the 
hands  of  hon.  members  to-morrow. 

PAY  OF  DISTRICT  INSPECTORS  IN  THE 
ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY. 

Mr.  MACALEESE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  jtho  Lord  Lieutenant 


local  inquiry  into  the  matter.  \  of  Ireland,  whether  the  pay  of  senior  dis- 

'  trict  inspectors  in  the  Royal  Iri^h  Con- 
LABOURERSJ^COTT^VGES    IN  stabulary  is  £330  a  year,  whilst  the  pay 

\f       \r  4i-i  4n?i7«j.i:i    /\r         i-         x- v    '  of  «cnior  head  constables  is  but  £104  a 
Mk.    MACALEEbE    (Monaghan,    .N  ):  .      whether     each     senior    district 

1  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  i.^.pector  receives  an  ainuial  allowance  of 
Um\  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  how  much  of  ^^^  far  the  keep  of  a  horse,  £45  for  a 
the  grant  of  £40  000,  voted  by  Parlia-  ^^^.^^^  ^nd  £40  for  lodging  expenses, 
niont  in  1H90  for  the  erection  of  labourers  ^.j^-,^^  ^  ^^^^^j.  ^^^  constable  receives 
cottages  m  Ireland,  hes  to  the  credit  of  ^^^  ^o,  10s.  a  year  as  a  contribution 
ihe  Monaghan  District  Coimcil  m  the  ,  ^^^.^^  ^is  lodgings  ;  whether  an 
l».K^s  of  the  Postmaster  General ;  and  ordinary  constable  m  many  English 
will  the  amount  still  be  available  should    ^^^^^    j^        -j    ^^    ^    j^^  j^^^,    ^^1^    of 


the  Monaghan  District  Council  decide 
upon  receiving  a  representation  and  adopt 
«i  scheme  for  the  erection  of  two  or  more 
cottages. 


remuneration  than  a  head  constable  in 
the  Royal  Irish  Constabulary  receives  3 
and,  as  the  Irish  head  constable  is  next 
in  rank  to  the  district  inspector  and  has 


*Mr.  «.  W.  BALFOUR:  The  share  of '  f'^;i»«n%  «<>  frfo™  'he  higher  duties, 
the  grant    lying  to  the  credit    of    the  ]  ^".  »"yth»%'  be  done  to  remove  the  d.s- 

Mon^han  District  Council  is  X205  Os.  4d.,  I  K^,"  Llri  s"^  '"  '"^^  ™''^" 

which  sum  will  l)e  available  in  reduction 


of  any  loan  that  the  council  may  contract 


Mr.  G.  W.  BALFOUR  :  The  pay  of  a 


for  the  erection  of  labourers'  cottages  in  first-class  district  inspector  of  the  Con- 
the  district.  The  amount  could  not,  how-  stabulary  is  at  the  rate  of  £300  per 
over,  be  issued  in  anticipation  of  the  annum.  This  rate  can  only  be  attained 
making  of  an  improvement  scheme.  after  many  years*  service.     The  salary  of 

'  a  district  inspector  of  the  third  class  is 
IRISH  BOARD  OF  AGRICULTURE.  I  £125,  and  of  a  senior  head  constable 
Mr.  field  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  :  «^104  a  year.  The  various  allowances  to 
SocreUuy  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  ■  officers  and  head  constables  wOl  be  found 
Ireland  whether  it  is  intended,  in  connec- 1  ^^^^7  set  forth  in  the  Estimates.  I  have 
tion  with  the  Board  of  Agriculture  and  '  ^^  official  information  as  to  the  rates  of 
Industries  Bill,  to  reconstitute  the  Irish  Pay  in  ^.he  English  force,  but  I  doubt 
Fishery  Botird,  and  enable  it  to  accom- !  whether  the  statement  in  the  third 
l)lish  similar  good  results  which  were ,  paragraph  is  correct.  There  is  no 
obtained  under  a  different  system  of  dispanty  between  the  salaries  of  a  head 
management  and  endowment  by  the '  constable  and  district  inspector  not 
Scotch  Fishery  Board.  I  l)eg  at  the  I  Justified  by  differences  of  position  and 
same  time  to  ask  whether  it  is  intended  I  duties,  and  the  answer  to  the  last  para- 
to  establish  and  endow  a  veterinary  graph  is  m  the  negative, 
college  in  Dublin  in  connection  with  the  IRISH  BOARD  OF  AGRICULTURE. 
Board  of  Agriculture  and  Industries  Bill.         xMr,    ARTHUR     MOORE    (London- 

j  dcrry) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary 
*Mr.  G.  W.  BALFOUR :  With  respect  to  the  Lonl  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  what 
to  these  questions,  I  stated  yesterday,  '  is  to  be  the  annual  income  of  the  pro- 
when  introducing  the  Measure,  that  it  posed  Board  of  Agriculture,  whether  this 
was  proposed  to  transfer  the  powers  and  ,  income  includes  the  present  income  of  the 
duties  of  the  Fishery  Inspectors  to  the  Congested  Districts  Board,  and  what  fresh 
new  department,  and  that  the  Bill  pro-  charge  is  made  on  imperial  funds  for  the 
vided  for  the  expenditure  of  a  capital  |  pi*oposed  Department  of  Agricultiue  and 
sum  on  the  Royal  Veterinary  College  in  I  industries. 
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*Mr.  G.  W.  BALFOUR :  No  income  is 
provided  for  the  proposed  Agricultural 
Board  as  distinguished  from  the  Depart- 
ment. The  income  of  the  Congested 
Districts  Board  is  not  affected  by  the 
Bill.  There  will  be  a  fresh  charge  on 
imperial  funds  in  connection  with  the 
establishment  of  the  new  Department 
amounting  to  £78,000  a  year,  exclusive 
of  any 'fresh  charge  that  may  arise  from 
the  establishment  of  the  Department  and 
the  exercise  by  it  of  the  powers  and 
duties  proposed  to  be  transferred  to  it. 

CONVOCATION. 

Mr.  CHANNING  (Northampton,  E.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  whether  the  Government  have 
sanctioned  the  issue  of  writs  that  will 
enable  the  two  Convocations  of  Canter- 
bury and  York  to  sit  together  in  future  ; 
and  whether  there  is  any  precedent  for 
such  a  course  since  the  reign  of  Kiner 
Henry  VIIL 

The  first  LORD  of  the 
TREASURY  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Man- 
chester, E.) :  There  is  no  truth  in  the 
rumour  which  the  hon.  Member  has 
heard,  and  to  which  he  has  given  ex- 
pression in  the  first  paragraph  of  his 
question. 

ASCENSION  DAY. 

Sir  JOHN  LENG  (Dundee) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
whether  ho  intends  to  move  the  usual 
resolution  this  year,  under  which  the 
numerous  and  important  Committees  of 
the  House  now  sitting  would  be  precluded 
from  meeting  before  two  of  the  clock  on 
Thursday  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Yes,  I  intend 
to  follow  the  immemorial  practice. 

Sir  JOHN  LENG:  Will  it  be  the 
first  business  to-morrow  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Yes. 

APPRENTICES   ON   BRITISH  VESSELS. 

Sir  FORTESCUEFLANNERY  (York- 
shire, Shipley) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  a  recent  case 
in  which  one  of  the  apprentices  on  board 
a  British  ship  died  at  Diego,  and  to  the 
correspondence  that  has  passed  between 
the  Board  of  Trade  and  the  late  captain 

I 


and  officers  of  that  ship ;  whether  he  has 
considered  the  possibility  of  a  captain  in 
a  foreign  port  exercising  his  authority  to 
work  members  of  the  crew  and  young 
apprentices  excessive  hours  in  discharging 
cargo  and  supplementary  duties  ;  and 
whether,  having  regard  to  the  conditions 
of  climate  in  the  tropics  and  of  appren- 
ticeship on  British  vessels,  he  will  intrr"- 
duce  legislation  or  make  regulations  under 
existing '  Statutes  to  limit  the  hoiu^  of 
labour  in  discharge  of  cargo  at  foreign 
ports  to  be  worked  by  apprentices  who 
are  under  the  factory  age  standard,  and 
who  correspond  in  that  regard  to  young 
persons  who  come  under  the  provisions  of 
the  Factory  Act. 

The  president  of  the    BOARD 
OF    TRADE    (Mr.    RrrcHiE,  Croydon): 
Yes,  Sir,  my  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  case  to  which   my  honourable  friend 
refers,   in  which   an  apprentice   (Mr.  R 
King),  of  the  Kkyber,  died  of  fever  in  the 
hospital  at  Diego  Suarez.     The  Board  of 
Trade  have  been  in  communication  with 
the  owners  of  the  vessel,  and  have  ob- 
tained    statements    from     the     master, 
officers,  and   several  of  the  crew,  includ- 
ing the  apprentices.     It    appears    to  be 
usual  at  a  port  like  Diego  (where  laboiu- 
is  scarce)  to  employ  the  crew  and  appren- 
tices in   discharging  cargo,    the  lighted 
work  being  allottea  to  the  apprentices. 
From  all  I  can  learn,  Mr.  King  was  not 
in  any  way  ill-treated,  but  his  work  was, 
no  doubt,  trying,  and  he  does  not  appear 
to  have  been  sufficiently  robust  to  bear 
the   strain    of  it  in   a  hot    climate.      I 
CTeatly  regret  the  sad  occurrence,  but  the 
Jooard  of  Trade  have  no  power  under  ex- 
isting Statutes  to  make  regulations  limit- 
ing the  hours  of  labour  of  ship  appren- 
tices, and  I  am  not  prepared  to  propose 
legislation  on  the  subject.     I  may  men- 
tion that  Mr.  King  was  sixteen  years  of 
age,    and,  as    my    honourable  friend   is 
aware,  a  certificate  of  fitness  under   the 
Factory  Acts  is  only  required  in  the  case 
of  young  persons  under  sixteen. 

TWERTON  LEVEL  CROSSING. 

*Mr.  barlow  (Frome,  Somerset) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether,  in  view  of  the  facts  that 
the  level  crossing  over  the  Great  Western 
Railway  at  Twerton,  near  to  Bath,  is 
dangerous,  from  its  being  an  extensively 
usea  channel  of  communication  between  two 
populous  districts ;  that  a  large  number  of 
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express  trains  pass  daily,  several  of  them 
without  stopping  at  Bath,  at  high  rates  of 
speed  ;  and  that  the  parish  council,  the 
county  coroner,  and  the  coroner's  jury 
have  all  concurred  in  this  opinion,  but 
that  the  Great  Western  Railway  Com- 
pany, though  frequently  approached,  have 
always  refused  to  construct  a  footbridge 
at  this  point,  the  Board  of  Trade  have 
power  to  compel  the  railway  company  to 
erect  a  footbridge  ;  and,  if  not,  whether 
the  Government  will  seek  to  obtain  such 
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power. 

Mr,  RITCHIE :  No,  Sir,  the  Board  of 
Trade  have  no  power  to  order  the 
company  to  erect  a  footbridge,  and  I  am 
not  prepared  to  propose  legislation  to 
confer  such  power  upon  the  Department. 
The  Board  of  Trade  have  had  considerable 
correspondence  with  the  company  on  the 
subject  of  the  bridge,  and  I  shall  be  happy 
to  supply  the  honourable  Member  with  a 
copy.  It  is  worthy  of  observation  that 
there  are  already  two  overbridges,  each 
only  150  yards  distant  from  this  crossing. 

RIFLE   RANGES   AND   THE   LEE- 
METFORD  RIFLE. 

Mr.  FREDERICK  WILSON  (Norfolk, 
Mid)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  if  he  will  grant  a  Return 
of  the  rifle  ranges  which  have  been  closed 
to  the  firing  of  full-charge  ammunition 
since  the  issue  of  the  Lee-Metford  rifle.  • 

♦The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of  STATE 
FOR  WAR  (Mr.  Wyndham,  Dover)  : 
The  Secretary  of  State  will  grant  the 
Return. 

WAR   OFFICE-SALISBURY  PLAIN. 

Mr.  THOMAS  BAYLEY  (Derbyshire, 
Chesterfield) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under- 
Secretary  of  .State  lor  War,  whether  he 
will  inquire  into  the  delay  of  the  printing 
of  the  Supplementary  Paper  on  the  pur- 
chase of  Salisbury  Plain  by  Her  Majesty's 
Grovemment,  ordered  by  this  House  in 
February  last,  and  laid  upon  the  Table 
on  1 2th  April ;  and,  whether  he  can 
inform  the  House  when  this  Paper  will 
be  in  the  hands  of  Members. 

Mr.  wyndham  :  The  Secretary  of 
State  has  no  control  over  the  printing  of 
Sessional  Papers ;  but  I  understand  that 
copies  of  the  Return  will  be  available 
to-morrow. 


THE    FOOT   GUARDS. 

Major  RASCtt  (Essex,  S.E.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under-Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  the  throe  l)attalions  of  Foot 
Guards  present  in  Hyde  Park  on  Ist  May 
were  first  for  service  ;  whether,  out  of  a 
paper  strength  of  2,800,  1,500  were  on 
parade  ;  and  how  many  men  in  the  3rd 
Grenadiers,  2nd  Coldstreams,  and  1st 
Scots  had  passed  musketry,  and  how 
many  are  under  six  months'  service. 

Mr.  WYNDHAM:  The  3rd  Grena- 
diers and  2nd  Coldstreams  are  first  on  the 
roster  to  relieve  the  2nd  Grenadiers  and 
Ist  Coldstream  at  Gibraltar.  For  active 
serWce  the  brigade  of  Guards  regulates 
its  own  roster.  In  reply  to  the  second 
paragraph  of  the  Question,  I  cannot  add 
to  the  statement  given  in  answer  to  the 
hon.  Mem])er's  Question  of  the  5th  instant. 
In  reply  to  the  third  paragraph,  I  must 
remind  him  of  my  statement  in  Debate  on 
the  3rd  March — namelv,  that  informa- 
tion  as  to  the  services  of  men  in  particu- 
lar battalions  could  only  be  given  to  hon. 
Mem])ers  on  condition  that  the  battalion 
should  not  1x3  pul)licly  specified. 

LONDON  SCHOOL  BOARD  INDUSTRIAL 

SCHOOLS. 

Mr.  FLOWER  (BnKlford,  W.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  he  has  re- 
ceived from  the  School  Board  for  London 
suggestions  for  an  amended  rule  as  to 
religious  instruction  in  the  Board's  Indus- 
trial schools,  which  propose  to  practically 
apply  the  provisions  of  the  Education  Act 
of  1870,  in  lieu  of  the  Industrials  Schools 
Act,  1866  ;  and,  if  he  intends  to  sanction 
such  alteration  w^ithout  legislative  autho- 
rity, or  proposes  to  introduce  a  Bill  to 
deprive  children  in  Industrial  Schools  of 
•  denominational  education. 

i  *The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Sir  M. 
White  Ridley,  Lancashire,  Blackpool)  : 
Rules  for  some  of  the  London  School 
Board's  Industrial  Schools  are  now  under 
consideration.  As  I  have  stated  before, 
I  have  no  intention  of  approving  any 
rules  inconsistent  with  the  principles  of 
the  Industrials  Schools  Acts  ;  nor  should 
I  think  of  introducing  a  Bill  such  as  that 
suggested  hy  the  hon.  Mpmber. 

TREATMENT  OF  DEBTORS  IN  PRISON. 

Sir  CHARLES  CAMERON  (Glasgow', 
Bridgeton) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
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State  for  the  Home  Department,  whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  a  state- 
ment made  by  the  Judge  of  the  Birming- 
ham County  Court  on  1st  May,  in  connec- 
tion with  the  circular  which  he  had  re- 
ceived from  the  Home  Office,  acquainting 
him  with  certain  important  alterations 
coming  into  operation  that  day  on  the 
treatment  of  debtor  prisoners ;  whether 
debtors  under  the  new  rules,  instead  of 
being  allowed  to  obtain  their  own  food, 
drink,  and  bedding  outside,  will  be  re- 
stricted to  the  allowance  of  food  pre- 
scribed for  offenders  of  the  first  division 
who  did  not  maintain  themselves;  whether 
they  will  now  be  required  fco  work  either 
at  their  own  trade  or  profession,  or  at 
work  of  an  industrial  or  manufacturing 
nature,  and  will  receive  their  earnings 
subject  to  a  deduction  for  the  cost  of 
maintenance  and  for  the  use  of  implements 
when  furnished  by  the  prison ;  whether 
a  debtor  will  now  be  confined  to  his  cell 
at  all  times  except  when  at  chapel  or 
exercise,  and  will  be  allowed  to  receive 
only  one  visit  and  to  write  and  receive 
only  one  letter  per  week ;  whether  the 
Judge  is  correctly  reported  as  having 
stated  that  it  appeared  to  him  that  the 
alterations  made  the  punishment  much 
more  severe,  and  brought  debtors  more 
closely  to  the  status  of  criminals,  and  that 
he  thought  that  twenty-one  days  under 
the  new  rules  would  be  about  equivalent 
to  forty  days  under  the  old  ;  is  he  aware 
that  the  Judge  accordingly  restricted  the 
period  of  committal  in  cases  of  judgment 
summonses  to  twenty-one  days ;  and, 
whether  he  will  lay  the  Home  Office  cir- 
cular referred  to  by  the  Judge  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House. 

*SiR  M.  WHITE  RIDLEY :  I  have  no 
reason  to  suppose  that  the  County  Court 
Judge's  observations  are  incorrectly  re- 
ported. There  is  no  objection  to  ]a.ying 
a  copy  of  the  circular  referred  to  on  the 
Table,  and  this  shall  be  done.  I  will  also 
take  this  opportunity  of  laying  on  the 
Table  the  general  circular  respecting  the 
rules  made  under  the  Prisons  Act,  1898, 
which  has  been  issued  to  the  Chairmen  of 
Petty  Sessions. 

VIVISECTION  CERTIFICATES. 

Mr.  PAULTON  (Durham,  Bishop 
Auckland) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
whether  certificates  are  issued  to  persons 
holding  licences  under  the  Cruelty    to 

Sir  CJunlts  Canitf'on. 


Animals  Act,  1876,  allowing  them  :•• 
make  experiments  on  living  animals  with 
out  anaesthetics  except  during  the  initiAl 
operation ;  whether  during  later  stage- 
of  the  experiment  the  holder  of  such  cer- 
tificate would  be  at  liberty,  should  he  so 
desire,  to  keep  the  animal  alive  withoTi: 
the  further  use  of  anaisthetics  for  the  pur- 
pose of  conducting  observations  and  dis- 
sections ;  and  whether  he  stiU  adhere- 
without  qualification  to  his  former  officio! 
statement  that  certificates  of  exempti<^>^ 
from  the  compulsory  use  of  a.naesthetic- 
are  only  given  for  such  operations  a-j 
inoculations  or  hypodermic  injection-, 
which  are  of  a  comparatively  painle?* 
character. 

*SiR  M.  WHITE  RIDLEY :  The  nature 
of  the  certificates  referred   to  would  Jx- 
more    accurately   described    as     follows . 
Under  the  terms  of  Section  3,  Sub-secrioL 
(3)  of  the  Act  certificates  are  granted,  thf 
effect  of  which  is  to  exempt  the   holdei 
from  the  obligation  to  kill  the  animal  ex- 
perimented upon  before  it  recovers  from 
the  influence  of  the  anaesthetic,  when  kill- 
ing the  animal  would  necessarily  f rustrati 
the   object  of  the  experiment,  and  pro- 
vided that  the  animal  is  killed  as  soon  as 
that  object  is  attained.    I  would  add,  with 
reference  to  the  second  paragraph,   thai 
the    sole    use    of    the    certificate    is   to 
authonse  the  keeping  alive  of  the  animal 
after  the  influence  of  the  anaesthetic  has 
passed  off"  for  the  purpose  of  observation 
and  study.     I  should  certainly  not  allow 
any   certificate   involving  dissections    or 
painful  operations  without  the  fresh  use 
of  anaesthetics.     The  statement  mentioned 
in  the  third  para^aph,  to  which  I  adhere 
without  qualification,  had  reference  to  a 
different  class  of  certificates  from  those 
just  dealt  with,  viz.,  certificates  granting 
total  exemption  from  the  compulsory  use 
of  anaesthetics. 

UNITED  STATES  HIGH  LICENCE 
SYSTEM. 

Mr.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON  (Dun- 
dee) :  I  beg  to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  financial  results  of  the 
system  known  as  the  high  licence  system 
in  the  United  States ;  and  whether  he 
will  cause  an  investigation  to  be  made  by 
the  officers  of  his  Department,  with  the 
view  of  estimating  approximately  what 
would  be  the  financial  effect  of  the  adop- 
tion in  this  country  of  the  same  or  some 
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Himilar  system,  whereby  the  duties  on 
licences  for  the  sale  of  intoxicating 
liquors  shall  1>e  made  to  correspond  more 
nearly  to  the  value  of  such  licences. 

♦The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  M.  Hicks -Beach, 
Bristol,  W.) :  Endence  on  this  subject 
has  been  given  before  the  Licensing 
Commission,  and  pending  the  Report  of 
that  Commission  it  is  not  desirable 
to  institute  independent  inquiries  as  to 
particular  points  connected  with  the 
Licensing  Laws. 

Mr.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON:  Has 
the  evidence  to  which  the  right  hon. 
Oeutleman  refers  l)een  published  ? 

♦Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH :  Yes,  sir. 

THE  WINE  DUTIES. 

Mk.  HERBERT  ROBERTSON  (Hack- 
ney, S.) :  I  beg  to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  whether,  under  the  pro- 
posed re-arrangement  of  wine  duties,  still 
wine  of  over  42  degrees  of  proof  spirit 
will  bear  a  smaller  duty  if  imported  in 
bottle  than  if  imported  in  the  wood, 

♦Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH :  It  would  be 
so  in  theory,  but  I  do  not  think  the 
point  ^vill  arise  in  practice.  It  could 
only  arise  in  the  case  of  wine  above 
42  deg.  and  under  45  deg.,  as  al>ove 
45  deg.  it  would  be  taxed  as  spirit,  and 
the  saving  of  3d.  or  6d.  a  gallon  in  duty 
would  not  cover  the  extra  cost  of  im- 
porting in  bottle. 

FRENCH  TRAWLERS  IN  RYE  AND 
HVTHE  BAYS. 

*SiR  EDWARD  SASSOON  (Hythe) :  I 
h\i%  to  a.sk  the  First  Lonl  of  the 
Admiraltv  if  his  attention  has  been  drawn 
to  the  fact  that  on  Thursday  and  Friday 
nights  last  no  less  than  30  French  Ixxits 
were  trawling  in  Rye  Bay  and  IG  in 
Hythe  Bay,  all  within  one  and  a-half 
miles  of  the  shore  ;  and,  whether  he  will 
obtain  the  services  of  a  gunboat  to  watch 
their  operations,  as  otherwise,  while  the 
wind  keeps  in  its  present  direction,  they 
may  continue  their  illeg  il  encroachments. 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr.  Macartney,  Antrim,  S.):  The 
reply  to  the  first  paragraph  is  in  the 
affirmative,  and  a  gunboat  has  been 
ordered  to  proceed  forthwith  to  the 
locality  in  question. 


I       SCOTTISH  EDUCATION  GRANTS. 

Mr.  CALDWELL   (Lanark,    Mid) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate  whether, 
having    regard  to  the  statement  that  a 
sum  of  £26,000  per  annum  was  required 
to  be  advanced  out  of  the  Imperial  Ex- 
chequer in    order  to   keep  up  the  Fee 
Grant  to  12s.  per  head,  and  the  estimate 
!  having  since  been  proved  to   have  been 
'  overstated  by  upwanls  of  £20,000,  a  sum 
'  of  only  £5,000  being  taken  for  the  pur- 
I  pose  in  this  year's  Education  Estimates, 
the    Grovernment     will     reconsider     the 
amount  of  the  grant  payable  to  Scotland 
under  the  said  Act. 

♦The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  A. 
Graham  Murray,  Buteshire) :  Owing  to 
the  contingent  balances  available  for  Fee 
Grant  having  been  larger  than  was  ex- 
pected, the  additional  amount  required 
from  the  Imperial  Exchequer  has  not 
reached  the  estimate  formed.  But  as  the 
average  attendance  increases,  the  amount 
required  will  become  larger,  and  the 
Gk)vemment  are  not  at  present  prepared 
to  re-open  the  arrangement  made  in  1897. 

Mr.  CALDWELL  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Lord  Advocate,  if  he  can  state  the  amount 
of  Prol>ate  Duty  Grant  available  for  dis- 
tribution for  the  years  ending  31st  March, 

1898,  and  31st  March,  1899,  under  the 
provisions  of  The  Local  Government 
(Scotland)  Act,  1891,  as  amended  by  The 
Education  and  Local  Taxation  (Scotland) 
Act,  1892 :  and,  what  balance,  if  any, 
was  applied  as  an  addition  to  the  fee 
grant  during  each  of  the  said  years. 

♦Mr.  A,  GRAHAM  MURRAY :  For 
the  year  ended  31st  March,  1898,  the 
amount  of  Probate  and  Licence  Duties 
availal>lc  for  distribution  was  £637,327. 
The  ))alance  of  this  amount  applied  as  an 
addition  to  the  fee  grant  wa,s  £16,202. 
In  respect  of  the  year  ended  31st  March, 

1899,  the  final  payments  into  the  grant 
have  not  vet  l>een  received,  Imt  the  last 
payment  made  Innngs  the  amount  up  to 
£620,000. 

THE  CONSTANTINOPLE  MASSACRES 

OF  1890. 

xMr.  STEVENSON  (Suffolk,  Eye)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs,  whether  coropensa- 
I  tion  has  yet  been  obtained  from  the  Porte 
for  the  losses  sustained  by  British  sub- 
jects at  Constantinople  during  the  ma.s- 
sacre  of  August,  1896. 
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*The  under  secretary  of  STATE 
YOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Mr.  St.  John 
Brodrick,  Surrey,  Guildford) :  I  regret 
to  say  that  no  compensation  has  as  yet 
been  ol)tained  for  the  sufferers  of  any 
nationality,  but  the  subject  has  not  been 
lost  sight  of. 

THE  YANG-TSZE  VALLEY. 

Mr.  LAMBERT  (Devon,  South 
Molton) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  whether, 
in  the  exchange  of  Notes  between  Russia 
and  the  United  Kingdom,  the  Basin  of  the 
Yang-tsze  has  been  defined  ;  and,  if  not, 
do  the  Government  intend  to  define  it ; 
whether  the  Government  claims  the 
same  rights  in  the  Yang-tsze  Basin  as 
Russia  claims  north  of  the  Great  Wall ; 
and,  whether  the  treaty  rights  of  the 
United  Kingdom  under  the  treaty  of 
Tien-tsin  are  in  any  way  abrogated  to  the 
north  of  the  Great  Wall  in  China. 

*Mr.  BRODRICK:  The  Yang-tsze  Basin 
has  been  defined  as  the  provinces  adjoin- 
ing the  Yang-tsze  river,  and  Ho-nan  and 
Chekiang.  I  am  unable  to  state  what  the 
exact  claims  of  Russia  may  be  as  regards 
Manchuria.  What  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment claim  as  regards  the  Yang-tsze  Valley 
is  that  no  portion  of  the  territory  shall 
be  leased,  mortgaged,  or  in  any  way 
alienated  to  any  other  Power.  The 
answer  to  the  third  question  is  in  the 
negative. 

THE   PACIFIC    CABLE. 

Mr.  HOGAN  (Tipperary,  Mid) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  whether,  in  view  of  the  action 
of  the  Province  of  British  Columbia  in 
volunUirily  undertaking  to  contribute 
one-ninth  of  the  cost  of  constructing  the 
Pacific  cable,  thereby  reducing  the  contri- 
bution originally  proposed  to  be  borne  by 
the  Imperial  Treasury  to  a  comparatively 
small  amount.  Her  Alajesty's  Gt)vernment 
will  re-consider  the  scheme  formulated  in 
his  letter  of  April  28th,  and  endeavour 
to  bring  it  into  harmony  with  the  wishes 
of  the  Canadian  and  Australasian  Govern- 
ments. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  COLONIES  (Mr.  J.  Cilvmberlain, 
Birmingham,  W.)  :  We  have  not  yet  re- 
ceived the  replies  of  the  Colonial  Govern- 
ments ;  but  if  any  representations  are 
made  to  us  on  their  behalf  in  reference  to 


the  offer  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
they  will  be  carefully  considered. 

GOVERNMENT    CHURCHES    IN  INDIA. 

Mr.  WALFORD  GREEN  (Wednes- 
bury) :  I  beg  to  ixak  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  whether  he  can  state  the 
purport  of  the  new  regulations  issued  by 
the  Indian  Government  concerning  the 
use  of  Government  churches  in  India  for 
Presbyterian  and  Wesleyan  services. 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
INDIA  (Lord  George  Hamilton,  Mid- 
dlesex, Ealing) :  The  only  alteration  made 
in  the  rules  issued  last  year  is  defining 
more  accurately  the  religious  bodies  who 
may  hold  ser\ice  in  the  church  in  ques- 
tion, and  in  substituting  in  the  appeal 
from  a  Bishop's  decision  the  authority  of 
the  Metropolitan  for  that  of  the  joint 
authority  of  the  Bishop  and  the  civil  or 
military  power.  In  all  other  respects  the 
rules  remain  unchanged. 

INDIAN  RAILWAY  CONTRACTS. 

♦Sir  ALFRED  HICKMAN  (Wolver- 
hampton, W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India  whether  the 
Indian  Government  have  given  the  order 
for  the  Goktiek  Viaduct,  containing  5,000 
tons  of  steel,  to  an  American  firm ;  will 
he  explain  why  the  chief  English  bridge 
builders  were  not  asked  to  tender  for  it ; 
and,  whether  he  will  give  instructions  in 
future  that  tenders  shall  be  invited  from 
the  chief  British  makers. 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON :  My  honourable 
friend  has  evidently  been  misinformed 
about  this  matter.  The  order  for  the 
Goktiek  Vijuiuct  was  not  given  by  the 
Government  of  India,  who  have  nothing 
to  do  with  it,  but  by  the  Burma  Railways 
Company.  The  company  invited  five 
English  firms  and  two  American  firms  to 
tender.  Of  the  five  English  firms  four 
refused  to  tender ;  but  one  English  firm 
which  had  not  been  invited  asked  leave 
to  tender,  and  was  allowed  to  do  so. 
Consequently  two  English  and  two 
American  tenders  were  sent  in.  The 
most  favourable  English  tender  required 
three  years  for  the  work,  at  a  cost  of  about 
£116,000.  The  most  favourable  American 
tender  required  about  one  year  for  the 
completion  of  the  work,  at  a  cost  of 
£60,125.  In  these  circumstances  the 
company,  with  the  concurrence  of  the 
Government  director  (who  represents  the 
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Secretary  of  State)  accepted  the  American 
tender.     The   Iimian  railway  companies 

g've  preference  in  all  these  contracts  to 
ritian  makes,  but  I  am  sorry  to  say  that 
this  is  not  the  first  contract  in  which 
there  has  been  a  marked  difference  both 
in  price  and  time  of  delivery  between 
British  and  American  tenders. 

INDIAN  SUGAR  DUTIKS. 

Mr,  MACLEAN  (CardiflF) :  I  be^  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  (.xentlenmn  the  h  irst 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  a  question  of  which 
I  have  given  private  notice — whether,  in 
view  of  the  disclosures  in  the  Blue-book 
as  to  the  real  source  and  origin  of  the 
Indian  Sugar  duties,  ho  will  agree  to  fix 
a  day  for  the  discussion  of  this  subject. 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  If  I  am  to  in- 
terpret the  question  of  my  hon.  friend 
by  the  letter  he  has  sent  to  me  indicat- 
ing his  desire,  I  may  say  he  has  fallen 
into  an  error  in  the  interpretation  ho  puts 
upon  the  Blue-book ;  but  without  dwell- 
ing on  that  point,  I  must  say  at  this  time 
of  the  year  especially  public  time  is  ex- 
tremely valuable,  and  unless  there  is  a 
demand  which  the  Government  could  not 
ipore  from  the  authorised  leaders  of  the 
Opposition,  I  do  not  think  it  would  be 
pomble  to  find  the  time  my  hon.  friend, 
and  I  may  say  the  Government  them- 
selves, desire  to  give  to  the  discussion  of 
this  interesting  subject. 

Sir  H.  H.  FOWLER  (Wolverhampton, 
E.) :  To  clear  the  atmosphere,  I  may  say 
that  it  is  my  intention  to  give  notice  to 
move  an  Address  praying  her  Majesty  to 
be  pleased  to  disallow  the  Indian  Tariflf 
Amendment  Act,  1899. 

Sir  H.  CAMPBEI.L  -  BANNERMAN 
(Stirling  Burghs) :  And  in  order  to  com- 
plete the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  satisfac- 
tion, I  beg  to  ask  him  if  he  will  give  a 
day  for  the  discussion  of  my  right  hon. 
friend's  motion  1 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Of  course,  I 
shall  be  very  glad  to  give  a  day.  The 
actual  day  perhaps  had  better  be  a  matter 
for  mutual  arrangement. 

Sir  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Sheffield, 
Central)  :  As  this  is  the  subject  of  a  motion 
down  for  Tuesday  next,  will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  undertake  not  to  take  that 
day  away  1 


Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  have  pro- 
mised a  day  for  something  practically 
equivalent  to  a  vote  of  censure  on  the 
Government  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite,  and  under  the  circumstances  I 
do  not  think  we  shouhl  have  a  pre- 
liminary canter  on  a  subject  nearly  the 


same. 

CHURCH  DISCIPLINK  HILL. 

Mr.  SAMUEL  SMITH  (Flintshire): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
in  accordance  with  a  private  notice  I 
have  sent  to  him,  whether,  in  view  of 
the  immense  interest  felt  in  the  Church 
Discipline  Bill  appointed  for  discussion 
to-morrow  (Wednesday),  and  the  certainty 
that  many  Menil)ers  anxious  to  take  part 
in  the  delmte  would  be  shut  out  by  the 
half-past  five  rule,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  agree  to  suspend  the  Wednesday 
rule. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  am  convinced 
I  should  spread  universal  dismay  through 
the  House  if  I  were  to  answer  the  question 
in  the  affirmative.  It  is  evident  that  if  a 
concession  of  that  kind  were  made  in 
regard  to  one  Wednesday,  then  whenever 
a  Bill  exciting  general  interest,  which  is 
often  the  case,  is  down,  a  similar  demand 
will  be  made,  and  I  do  not  know  at  what 
period  we  might  expect  to  separate. 

COURSE  OF  BUSINESS. 

Mr.  SCHWANN  (Manchester,  N.): 
What  is  the  business  for  Friday  1 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Perhaps  I  had 
better  make  a  general  statement.  Friday, 
under  ordinary  circumstances,  would  be 
devoted  to  Supply,  but  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasurv  is  not  yet  a})le  to  })e  in  his 
place,  and  though  I  am  glad  to  think  my 
right  hon.  friend  is  nearly  recovered,  a 
heavy  night's  Estimates  would  be  beyond 
his  powers.  Under  the  circumstances,  I 
will  ask  the  House  to  depart  from  the 
usual  practice,  and  continue  the  discussion 
of  the  Finance  Bill,  should  that  not  be 
finished  on  Thursday.  On  Friday,  next 
week,  I  propose  that  after  the  evening 
sitting  the  House  shall  adjourn  for  the 
Whitsuntide  holidays,  the  Votes  in  Com- 
mittee of  Supply  set  down  for  that  day 
being  of  a  non-controversial  character.  I 
intend  to  propose  that  the  House  shall 
meet  after  the  holidays  on  the  Wednes- 
day week  following.  On  the  Thursday 
and  Friday  after  reassembling  I  propose 
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to  take  Votes  in  Supply,  Wednesday  being 
a  private  Members'  day,  so  that  hon. 
Members  mainly  interested  in  legislation 
can  prolong  their  holidays  over  the  fort- 
night. 

Sir  H.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
What  will  be  taken  on  Friday  should 
the  discussion  on  the  Finance  Bill  close 
on  Thursday  ?  Will  the  sitting  on  Friday' 
week  be  of  the  ordinary  character  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  sitting  on 
Friday  week  will  be  an  ordinary  sitting, 
and  should  the  discussion  on  the  Finance 
Bill  close  on  Thursday,  Friday  will  be 
devoted  to  the  London  Government  Bill. 

Mr.  CHANNING:  When  will  the 
G<)vernment  move  the  adjournment  for 
the  holidavs  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Probably  at 
the  commencement  of  the  Friday's 
sitting. 


LONDON    GOVERNMENT    BILL. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  4 : — 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  3,  line  12,  after  *  council,'  to  insert  ] 
^  and  the  8cheme  shall  provide,  in  the  case  of 
any  detached  part  of  a  parLsli  containing  a  , 

{mblic  library,  or  public  Imths  or  washhou.ses, 
)eing  annexed  to  an  adjoining  Iwrough,  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  pu})lic  library,  or  public 
liaths  or  washhouse«*,  by  tlie  couiicil  ot  such 
borough,  and  for  the  proper  adjustment  of  the 
liabilities  which  attach  to  tlie  public  library, 
and  of  the  co.st  of  its  iiiainteuance.' " — (»Sir 
Chorlest  DUke. ) 

Sir  CHARLES  DILKE  (Gloucester, 
Forest  of  Dean)  moved  the  al)ove  Amend- 
ment, for  the  purpose  of  eliciting  an  ex- 
pression of  opinion  in  regard  to  it. 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  do  not  think 
the  question  should  be  decifled  on  this 
clause,  but  if  the  right  honourable  Gentle- 
man wishes  an  expression  of  opinion  from 
me  as  to  whether  public  libraries  .should 
be  maintained  by  the  new  councils,  I  am 
happy  to  give  him  the  as.surance  that  I 
shall  consider  a  form  of  words  that  may 
secure  that  which  he  and  I  both  desire. 

Mr.  STUART  (Shoreditch,  Hoxton) 
submitted  that  this  was  really  the  staeje 

Mr.  A,  J,  Balfour. 


where  they  should  settle  this   quest f«.»'. 

liecause   this    difficult v    arose,    that      i) 
scheme  under  this  Act  alx>lished    sl    cat 
mission  and  transferred  their  powers    r- 
the   new   council.      There   were    a    grt^* 
many  instances  in  which  difficulties    ^tt 
this  kind  would  occur,  and  they  ought   vj 
to  know  how  these  difficulties  were  t»    ?»t: 
met.      There    were    something     like    V) 
instances  in  London  where  the   adoptivtr 
Acts   have    been    adopted,  and    a    laxg^ 
number  of  these  districts  would   have   to 
be  coupled  up  with  other  local   district^ 
which  had  not  adopted  the  Acts.      There 
were  on  the  Paper  Amendments  pro^ndinjir 
four  different  methods  for  meeting    the 
difficulty.      One   was   that   of   the    righ: 
honourable   Baronet,    placing    upon     the 
councillors  the  necessity  of  dealing   with 
the  matter,    but   without  indicating   thr 
exact  method.     Another  was  to  exclude 
from  the  management  of  the  particular 
adoptive  Acts  in  the  district,  any    other 
borough  councillors  who  might  not  repre- 
sent these  particular  districts.     A    thirrj 
method  was  to  restrict  the  management 
to  the  ratepayers  of  the  district.      And 
finally  there  was  what  he  believed  was 
the   only   real   method  of    meeting    the 
difficulty,  that  of  the  honourable  Meml>er 
for  Islington,  who  proposed  that  at  one 
stroke  the  Bill  should  oblige  all  London 
to    adopt    the    adoptive    Acts.     It    wa> 
certainly  a  Procnistean  method,    but  it 
was  a  way  of  solving  an  extremely  difficult 
question  otherwise.     He  did  not  see  that 
it  was  necessarily  inconsistent  with  the 
Amendment    of    the     right     honourable 
Baronet  now  before  the  House,  but  the 
difficulty  had  arisen  from  the  endeavour 
to  unite  various  districts  together.    When 
the   first   clause   of   the   Bill   was   l)eing 
discussed,  he  warned  the  House  that  not 
only  this  difficulty  would  anse,  but  others, 
as  for  instance  in  relation  to  debts  and 
assets.     Then  there  w;i8  electric  lighting, 
which  was  a  most  complicated  question, 
and  had  been  made  more  complicated  by 
the  whole  svstem  of  the  Bill.     How  were 
they   to   deal    under  this  Act   with   the 
rights    antl    privileges    of    the    existing 
electric  light  companies,  and  the  power  nf 
the  local  authorities  to  deal  with  them  ? 
The  matter  ought  to  l)e  dealt  with  by  the 
Government  now. 

♦Sir  CHARLES  DILKE  thought  they 
had  no  option  but  to  accept  the  promise 
of  the  right  honourable  Gentleman  in 
charge  of  the  Bill,  that  he  wotdd  intro- 
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<liice  words  to  meet  tho  case,  and  he 
asked  leave  to  withdraw  his  Amend- 
ment. 

Mr,  PICKERSQILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.)  entirely  agreed  with  the  honourable 
Member  for  Hoxton,  and  pressed  the 
Government  to  deal  with  the  question 
now.  It  was  a  great  mistake  to  postpone 
all  these  specific  questions,  whicn  really 
dealt  with  the  machinery  of  the  Bill. 
Thev  ought  to  have  some  indication  from 
the  Government  as  to  how  they  were  going 
to  deal  with  the  question. 

Mr.  BOUSFIELD  (Hackney,  N.)  sug- 
gested that  only  those  borough  Members 
^who  represent  a  district  where  an  adoptive 
Act  had  been  adopted  should  join  in 
administering  it,  but  he  would  be  quite 
content  to  leave  the  matter  to  the 
Oovemment. 

The    solicitor  .  general    (Sir 
R  B.  FiNLAY,  Inverness  Burghs)  said  he 
had  onl^  one  word  to  add  to  what  had 
been  said  by  the    First    Lord    of    the 
Treasury.    The  Amendment  proposed  by 
his  honourable  friend  and  that  moved  by 
the  right  honourable  Baronet    opposite 
approached  the  subject  from  two  different 
points  of  view.     The  one  seemed  to  con- 
template the  taking  over  of  public  libra- 
ries,  baths,    and   washhouses,  and  that 
these  should  be  supported  from  the  local 
rates.      The  other  proposed   that    only 
those    who    represented    the    particular 
districts  where  the  baths,  washnouses,  or 
libraries  were   situated   shoidd    join  in 
administering  the  adoptive  Acts.     These 
were  two  very  intelligent  points  of  view, 
which  had  received  very  careful  considera- 
tion.   If  honourable  Members  would  look 
at  Clause  15  they  would  see  it  was  provided 
that  a  scheme  under  the  Act  might  make 
provision  ''  for  such  adjustments  as  may 
be  required  for  carrjring  into  effect  any  of 
the  provisions  of  this  Act,  or  for  prevent- 
ing any  injustice  with  respect  to  the  inci- 
dents of  any  rate  or  the  discharge  of  any 
liability  or  otherwise."      He    suggestea 
that  the  proper  place  for  the  whole  of 
this  matter  to  be  considered  was  when 
they  reached  Clause  15. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Poplar)  admitted  the  com- 
plexity of  the  question,  and  he  was  in- 
clined to  agree  that  Clause  15  was  the 
best  place  to  deal  with  it.     He  hoped  the 
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Government,  before  they  got  to  Clause  15, 
would  prepare  some  general  scheme  to 
deal  with  all  cases  that  might  arise. 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  pledge 
which  I  have  given  had  reference  only  to 
what  the  right  honourable  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Forest  of  Dean  has  said,  but 
the  Government,  with  a  full  knowledge  of 
the  difficulty,  are  perfectly  prepared  to 
consider  the  question  most  carefully,  and 
to  deal  with  it. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Question — 

"  That  Clause  4  as  amended  stand  part  of 
the  Bill," 

put  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  5 : — 
Amendment  proposed — 

"  To  add  to  Snb-section  1  the  words :  '  Provided 
that  in  all  cases  where  power  under  the  Fliblio 
Health  (London)  Act,  and  The  Common 
Lodging  House  Act,  1851,  is  transferred,  the 
transfer  shall  be  made  subject  to  the  power  of 
the  London  Countv  Council  to  make  bye-laws 
and  regulations.'  —(Mr.  Stuart,) 

Mr.  STUART  said  the  object  of  his 
Amendment  was  very  simple — it  was  to 
preserve  to  the  London  County  Council 
the  power  of  making  bye-laws  on  those 
matters  affecting  the  Public  Health  Act 
which  were  transferred  to  the  local  bodies. 
He  might  say  that  the  whole  of  those 
powers  were  discussed  between  the  local 
authorities  and  the  London  County 
Council  in  1896,  and  the  provision  he  had 
just  read  was  adopted  by  a  conference,  on 
which  the  London  County  CounciVs  re- 
presentatives did  not  vote.  The  London 
Public  Health  Act  had  made  the  London 
County  Council  practically  the  responsible 
authority  for  making  bye-laws,  while  it 
left  the  administration  of  the  Act  in  the 
hands  of  the  local  sanitary  authorities. 
The  object  was  perfectly  clear,  that  they 
should  have  a  uniform  system  throughout 
London.  He  could  not  see  how  the 
change  of  circumstances  which  this  Bill 
would  bring  about  could  change  the  ex- 
tremely urgent  requirements  of  public 
health.     He    was    not    asking    that  the 

Kwer  should  be  taken  clean  out  of  the 
nds  of  the  local  bodies,  but  only  that 
the  making  of  the  bye-laws,  and  securing 
obedience  to  them,  should  be  with  the 
London  County  Council  The  report  of 
the    Royal    Commission,  of  whicn    the 
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honourable  Member  for  Bodmin  was 
the  Chairman,  stated  that  even  those 
most  strongly  in  favour  of  the  aggrandise- 
ment and  independence  of  the  local  bodies 
recognised  the  practical  inconvenience  of 
having  the  administration  of  the  Public 
Health  Act  different  in  one  locality  from 
another,  and  in  order  to  obtain  uniformity, 
the  central  authorities  should  frame  the 
bye-laws  under  which  the  local  bodies 
should  act.  If  that  were  done,  some  of  the 
functions  now  in  the  hands  of  the  central 
authority  might  be  entrusted  to  the  local 
authorities.  The  London  Public  Health 
Act  was  well  thought  out,  and  had  done 
an  immense  deal  in  making  London  one 
of  the  healthiest  and  most  wholesome 
cities  in  the  world.  Now  they  were  going 
by  this  Bill  to  hit  or  destroy  one  of  its 
most  important  features,  namely,  the  uni- 
formity of  the  system  under  which  it  was 
carried  out.  He  contended  that  the  bye- 
laws  framed  by  the  London  County 
Council  had  never  been  regarded  as 
oppressive,  and  no  serious  complaint  of 
any  kind  had  been  made  against  them. 
He  reminded  the.Committee  that  50  per 
cent,  of  the  inhabitants  who  would 
come  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  new 
district  councils  lived  in  one  or  two- 
roomed  houses,  which  showed  the  necessity 
for  uniformity  and  efficiency  of  admini- 
stration. 

♦The  CHAIRMAN  said  he  thought  that 
what  the  honourable  Gentleman  wanted 
was  already  provided  for  by  the  Bill.  If 
he  looked  at  the  last  paragraph  of  the 
first  part  of  the  Second  Schedule,  he  would 
see  the  words  "  power  and  duty  of  execu- 
ting the  Acts  relating  to  common  lodging- 
houses,  except  the  power  of  making  regu- 
lations under  Section  9  of  the  Common 
Lodging  House  Act,  1851."  If  there 
were  any  other  sections  of  that  Act  to 
which  the  honourable  Member  referred, 
the  proper  place  to  raise  the  question 
would  ]ye  on  that  part  of  the  second 
Schedule. 

Mr.  STUART  said  that  the  power  to 
make  bye-laws  was  not  preserved  to  the 
London  County  Council  in  respect  of  the 
Public  Health  (London)  Act.  The  reason 
why  he  had  moved  his  Amendment  on 
Clause  5,  and  not  on  another  part  of  the 
Bill  was,  that  it  was  quite  possible  other 
powers  might  be  transferred  in  the  first 
part  of  the  Second  Schedule,  and  he  wished 
this  limitation  as  to  bye-laws  to  cover  the 

Mr.  Stuart, 


whole  of  the  powers  conferred.  He  would 
like  to  obtain  from  the  Government  the 
assurance  that  the  transfer  of  any  powers 
under  the  Public  Health  Act  from  the 
central  to  the  local  authorities,  should  be 
subject  to  the  reservation  that  the  im- 
mensely important  power  of  making  bye- 
laws  should  remain  in  the  hands  of  the 
central  authority.  His  Amendment 
covered  a  great  general  principle,  and  he 
asked  the  right  honourable  Member  for 
Bodmin  for  his  powerful  support  in  his 
appeal  to  the  Government  in  this  matter. 

♦The  CHAIRMAN  ruled  the  Amend- 
ment out  of  order  at  this  stage.  The 
honourable  Member  could  move  to  insert 
it  in  the  first  part  of  the  Second  Schedule 
where  the  particular  powers  were  trans- 
ferred. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"In  page  4,  line  1,  to  leave  out  'Sub-sec- 
tion  3,'^'-J(Mr.  PickersffUl.) 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  said  he  objected 
to  this  Sub-section,  which  set  forth  that 

"  If  the  London  County  Council  agree  ^4tli 
any  borough  council  for  the  transfer  to  that 
Council  of  any  power  capable  of  being  exer- 
cised by  the  London  County  Council  wiUiin 
the  borough,  the  Local    Grovemment    Boani 

n,  if  they  think  fit,  make  a  Proidsional 
)r  for  carrying  into  effect  the  transfer  on 
the  condition  specified  in  the  agreement,  either 
without  modification,  or  with  Buch  modifica- 
tions as  may  be  assented  to  by  the  London 
County  Council  and  borough  council." 

It  wasclear  that  if  that  proposal  wascarried, 
and  came  into  operation,  there  would  be 
an  end  to  anything  like  uniformity  in 
London,  for  they  would  have  one  borough 
council  exercising  a  power  which  was  not 
enjoyed  by  other  borough  councils.  But 
the  proposal  of  the  Bill  did  not  stop 
there.  When  the  agreement  between  the 
London  County  Council  and  one  borough 
council  to  transfer  power  came  into 
operation,  it  would  be  in  the  power  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  to  transfer 
the  same  power  to  any  other  borough 
council,  upon  its  application,  without  the 
concurrence  of  the  London  County 
Council.  Then  it  was  further  provided 
that  when  a  majority  of  the  boroughs 
exercised  a  particular  power  the  Local 
Government  Board  might,  on  the  applica- 
tion of  the  London  County  Council, 
impose  the  same  power  on  any  other 
borough  council.  He  used  the  word 
**  impose ''  because  it  was  obvious  that 
in  the  third  case  to  which  he  referred  a 
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power  might  )ie  transferred  to  a  borough 
council  against  its  own  will.  He  desired 
by  his  jAjmendment  to  obtain  the  opinion 
'  of  the  Committee  on  the  whole  question 
of  these  proposals  to  transfer.  Many 
outside  the  House  felt  that  if  there  was  to 
be  any  transfer  of  existing  powers  from 
the  London  County  Council  to  the 
borough  councils,  the  transfer  ou^ht  to 
be  mMe  by  the  authority  of  this  I^use. 

Mr.  WHITMORE  rChelsea)  said  that 
he  and  other  honourable  Members  desired 
to  facilitate  in  every  way  the  transfer  of 
power  from  the  London  County  Council  to 
the  borough  councils,  but  they  desired 
that  it  should  be  done  at  the  right  time. 
Some  of  them  feared  that  the  scheme  set 
up  by  the  Grovemment  in  the  Bill  would 
rather  retard  and  hinder  than  facilitate 
the  transfer  of  these  powers. 

Sir  J.  BLUNDELL  MAPLE  (Camber- 
well,  Dulwich^  said  that  this  was  a  very 
difficult  question  to  deal  with.  Firstly, 
when  a  transfer  of  powers  was  made  there 
must  be  naturaUy  an  increase  in  the 
expense.  It  was  very  important  that  the 
new  boroughs  should  not  be  put  to  the 
expense.  If  work  were  put  on  the  new 
boroughs,  the  money  to  carry  it  out 
should  come  from  tne  common  county 
fund.  Supposing  the  new  borough  of 
Camberwell  was  to  take  over  the  public 
park,  which  cost  £60,000,  it  was  only 
right  that  the  cost  of  keeping  the  park  up 
should  be  paid  out  of  the  common  county 
fund.  In  nanding  over  powers  it  was  not 
necessary  to  be  uniform,  because  they 
could  not  be  uniform.  In  some  neighbour- 
hoods there  were  shops  and  factories 
where  inspectors  would  be  wanted;  in 
other  neighbourhoods  there  were  only 
private  residences,  and  therefore  the  cost 
of  the  transfer  of  the  powers  would 
depend  on  the  locality.  He  thought  Sub- 
section 3  was  perfectly  advisable  and 
in  order,  but  that  Sub-section  4  should  be 
done  away  with. 

Mr-  SYDNEY  BUXTON  agreed  that 
certain  powers  might  be  legitimately  and 

groperly  transferred  from  the  London 
bunty  Council  to  the  boroughs.  But 
there  was  an  alternative  that  certain 
powers  already  in  possession  of  the  local 
authorities  might  be  re-transferred  to  the 
London  County  Council.  All  this  gave 
rise  to  the  suspicion  that  there  might  be 
some  ulterior  motive  at  work.    The  clause 


had  been  called  the  "  suicide  clause."  If 
the  Bill  passed  without  any  amendment 
the  powers  would  not  be  transferred  with- 
out due  publicity  and  in  the  sight  of  all 
parties,  but  when  the  first  transference 
was  made  the  London  County  Council 
would  cease  to  have  any  power  over 
future  operations  under  the  clause.  A 
suggestion  he  ventured  to  make  on  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Bill  and  which  met 
with  considerable  favour — was  that  the 
transference  and  re-transference  of  the 
powers  should  be  made  not  by  the  Local 
Government  Board,  but  by  the  ordinary 
means  of  a  BiU  introduced  by  the  London 
County  Council  itself  into  Parliament  and 
passed  by  Parliament,  so  that  the  House 
of  Commons  might  have  a  voice  in  the 
decision  of  the  question.  That  would 
allay  any  feeling  of  suspicion  in  the 
matter.  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
had  said  that  this  clause  had  excited  very 
unnecessary  alarm.  Their  suspicions 
might  have  been  erroneous,  but  the 
Government  had  a  very  easy  means  of 
allajring  the  alarm  by  adopting  the 
method  he  had  suggested.  He  appealed 
to  the  right  honourable  Gentleman  to 
make  some  suggestion  to  the  Committee 
either  in  the  direction  he  had  indicated 
or  in  some  other,  so  that  they  might  come 
to  an  agreement  in  regard  to  it.  Other- 
wise he  should  vote  with  his  honourable 
friend  behind  him,  because  he  considered 
it  watf  very  pernicious,  and  would  do  a 
great  deal  of  harm. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  honourable 
Gentleman  has  quoted  words  of  mine  in 
which  I  am  supposed  to  have  said  that 
this  clause  would  arouse  a  great  deal  of 
unnecessary  suspicion  and  alarm.  I  think 
it  has  caused  a  great  deal  of  unnecessary 
suspicion  and  alarm.     I  think  it  has  been 

S»inted  out  by  the  honourable  Baronet  the 
ember  for  Dulwich  that  if  the  clause 
was  to  remain  as  it  is  the  arguments 
against  any  agreement  beins  come  to 
between  the  County  Council  and  the 
single  borough  would  be  so  overwhelming 
that,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  no  such  agree- 
ment would  be  made.  The  clause  as  it 
stands  would  compel  the  County  Council 
not  merely  to  consider  the  propriety  of 
this,  but  they  would  be  compellea  to 
consider  the  whole  problem  at  once.  I 
wish  this  clause  to  be  a  reality  and  not  a 
sham,  as  I  am  afraid  it  will  be  unless  we 
modify  it.  I  am  disposed  to  think  that 
the  simplest  plan  would  be  to  substitute 
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for  Sulvsections  3,  4,  5,  and  6,  a  single 
sub-section  as  follows  : — 

"  The  Local  Grovemment  Board  may,  if  they 
think  fit,  on  the  application  of  the  London 
County  Council  and  of  the  majority  of  the 
borough  councils,  make  a  Provisional  Order 
for  the  transfer  to  all  the  borough  councils  of 
any  power  exercisable  l)y  the  County  Council 
or  for  the  ti^tnsfer  to  the  County  Council 
of  any  power  exercisable  by  the  borough 
councils. 

That  alteration  gets  rid  of  the  objection 
which  has  been  felt  by  many  that  the 
scheme  in  the  clause  is  not  a  bi-lateral 
scheme.  It  also  meets  really  the  objection 
that  the  clause  would  be  inoperative  owing 
to  the  natural  reluctance  of  the  County 
Council  to  enter  into  a  bargain  with  the 
borough  councils,  the  full  results  of  which 
they  could  not  foresee.  I  think,  further, 
that  it  will  promote  uniformity  of  adminis- 
tration over  the  whole  of  London,  to  which 
I  am  aware  those  most*  conversant  with 
the  administration  of  London  attach  great 
importance,  although  I  confess  I  nave 
never  been  thoroughly  impressed  with  the 
value  of  that  pnnciple.  I  have  often 
cross-examined  people  as  to  what  evil 
results  from  some  differentiation  in  the 
functions  of  these  bodies,  and  I  have  never 
yet  had  a  thoroughly  satisfactory  reply. 
And  yet  the  consensus  of  opinion  among 
all  classes  has  been  so  great  that  I  confess 
myself  reluctant  to  set  up  my  judgment 
against  theirs.  I  do  not  attach  any  very 
great  importance  to  the  result  of  the 
Amendment  I  have  proposed.  I  am 
inclined  to  believe  that  by  the  simple 
sub-section  I  have  proposed  and  the  with- 
drawal of  the  rather  complicated  sub- 
sections I  have  mentioned  we  may  come 
to  a  rapid  agreement  upon  this  thorny 
question. 

Mr.  STUART  asked  if  he  was  right  in 
assuming  that  the  right  honourable 
Gentleman  suggested  that  Sub^sections  3, 
4,  5,  and  6  be  withdrawn,  and  that  this 
new  sub-section  be  substituted  in  its 
place. 

Mb.  a  J.  BALFOUR :  Yes. 

Mr.  STUART  said  in  that  case  he  did 
not  object. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  beg  leave  to 
move  that  Sub-sections  3,  4,  5,  and  6,  be 
struck  out. 

Mr,  A,  J,  Balfour, 


Amendment  put,  and  agreed  to. 


Amendment  proposed — 

"That  the  following  new  sub-sections  be 
added.  The  Local  Government  Board  may,  if 
they  think  fit,  on  the  application  of  the  London 
County  Council  and  of  the  majority  of  the 
borough  councils,  make  a  provisicmal  onier 
for  the  transfer  to  all  the  borough  councils  of 
any  power  exercisable  by  the  County  Council 
or  for  the  transfer  to  the  County  Council 
of  any  power  exercisable  by  the  borough 
councils.  — {Mr^  A,  J.  Balfour.) 

Mr.  STUART  said  these  words  were  a 
^eat  improvement  upon  the  words  which 
had  been  omitted.  At  the  same  time  they 
did  not  meet  exactly  what  they  desired 
They  did  not  desire  the  relations  between  the 
central  and  the  local  authorities  in  London 
to  be  made  the  sport  of  Provisional  Orders. 
They  objected  to  the  Local  Government 
Board  dealing  with  this  question,  and  if 
they  wantecT  to  settle  the  powers  as 
between  the  local  and  the  central  bodv 
they  should  do  it  in  the  ordinary  way  by 
Act  of  Parliament.  He  proposed,  tnere- 
fore,  to  move  an  Amendment  that  this 
could  only  be  done  by  a  majority  of  two- 
thirds  of  the  bodies  voting,  and  that  when 
an  a^eement  was  come  to  in  this  way  the 
London  County  Council  should  ]>e  oblige<i 
to  bring  in  a  Bill  for  that  purpose. 

♦Colonel  HUGHES  (Woolwich) pointeti 
out  that  the  honourable  Member  would 
have  an  opportunity  of  disputing  anything 
to  which  he  objected  when  it  came  up  for 
confirmation  by  Parliament  as  a  Pn>- 
visional  Order. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  was  verj- 
glad  the  Government  had  made  this  con- 
cession, which  really  met  all  the  objections 
they  had  raised  except  one.  He  thought 
there  was  some  force  in  the  point  raised 
by  his  honourable  friend  as  to  the  necessity 
of  dealing  with  this  question  in  the 
ordinary  way  instead  of  through  the  Local 
Government  Board.  The  control  of  the 
House  of  Commons  overProvisional  Orders 
was  practically  non-existent. 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD  of 
TRADE  (Mr.  Ritchie,  Croydon):  Pro- 
visional Orders  require  to  be  confirmed  by 
Parliament  exactly  in  the  same  way  as 
Private  Bills. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  contended 
that  the  House  often  passed  them  without 
knowing  what  they  really  were.     He  was 


I6d 


LondtM 


{9  NfAY  1899} 


Government  BUL 


m 


ready  to  accept  the  suggestion  which  had   that  there  was  to  be  opposition  to  this 
been  made,  but  reserved  his  right  on  the   course  1     All    they    had    been    arguing 


Report  Stage  to  deal  with  the  words  which 
had  just  been  read  to  the  House. 

Mr.  STUART  said  that  he  regarded  as 
one  of  the  chief  improvements  made  by 
the  suggestion  of  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  the  fact  that  they  would  get 
uniformity.  One  of  the  great  objections 
to  the  Bill  as  introduced  was  that  they 
would  never  know  what  Act  was  being 
administered  or  what  power  existed  in  a 
given  district  in  London. 

Sir  J.  BLUNDELL  MAPLE  thought 
there  was  a  ereat  deal  in  what  his  right 
honourable  mend  below  him  had  said. 
What  would  be  the  result  when  they 
wanted  a  transfer  1  Why,  every  single 
borough  must  agree,  or  at  least  a  majonty 
of  them  must  agree.  That  was  a  very 
difficult  thing,  because  it  might  be  advan- 
tageous to  transfer  powers  to  certain 
boroughs  and  not  to  others.  He  thought 
it  was  right  to  have  the  safeguard  exer- 
cised by  the  Local  Grovemment  Board  in 
transferring  these  powers  to  different 
boroughs  without  granting  them  to  all. 

Captain  NORTON '  (Newington,  W.) 
thought  the  right  honourable  Gentleman 
had  met  them  very  fairly,  for  it  was  now 
quite  clear  that  Provisional  Orders  brought 
matters  before  the  House  in  the  same  way 
as  other  legislation,  and  he  was  satisfied. 

Mr,  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lvnn  Regis) 
said  that  as  an  outsider  he  thought  the 

E reposed  plan  was  defective  because  it 
lid  down  that  the  transfer  was  to  be  made 
to  all  or  none.  He  did  not  think  it  was 
wise  to  apply  a  hard  and  fast  rule  to  all 
of  them,  and  he  suggested  that  the  words 
should  be  "any  or  all."  He  believed 
that  they  would  never  find  a  majority  of 
the  borough  councils  and  a  majority  of  the 
London  County  Council  agreeing  upon  the 
transfer  of  powers,  and  the  effect  of  this 
new  sub-section  would  l)e  that  there  would 
never  be  any  transference  of  powers  at  all. 
His  view  was  that  there  should  be  the 
possibility  of  a  transfer  of  such  powers  not 
merely  to  all  the  lK>roughs  but  to  some  of 
them  in  particular. 

Mr.  STUART  pointed  out  that  some 
time  ago  the  London  County  Council 
agreed  that  certain  powers  should  be 
transferred,  and  was  it  now  suggested 


against  was  the  method  by  which  it  was 
to  be  done. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  would  re- 
mind the  Committee  that  in  the  Bill  as  it 
stands  this  clause  would  be  inoperative, 
and  that  is  the  reason  why  I  have  sug- 
gested this  new  sub-section. 

Mr.  LOUGH  (Islington,  W.)  thought 
that  at  this  stage  of  the  Bill  the  words 
might  be  accepted,  as  they  had  been 
offered  in  a  good  spirit,  and  would  remove 
a  great  many  of  the  objections  which  were 
felt  towards  the  Bill.  He  earnestly 
hoped  that  the  idea  of  allowing  partial 
transfers  to  some  boroughs  woum  not  be 
adopted. 

Mr.  LOWLES  (Shoreditch,  Bagger- 
ston)  thought  that  if  a  rule  of  thisland 
prevented  the  introduction  of  improve- 
ments in  the  various  localities  it  would  be 
a  great  misfortune.  It  was  all  very  well 
to  say  the  Council  had  agreed  to  certain 
transfers,  but  the  County  Council  were 
exceeding  jealous  of  any  interference  with 
their  control  over  the  local  bodies.  He 
was  afraid  that  this  new  sub-section  would 
not  help  to  brin^  about  that  development 
of  local  life  whicn  they  had  all  wished  to 
see.  He  moved  the  insertion  of  the  words 
"  or  any  "  after  the  word  "  all." 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment,  after  the  word  *'  all  "  in  line 
3,  to  insert  the  words  "  or  any." — (Mr, 
Lawles.) 

Question  proposed — 

<*  That  those  words  be  there  inserted  in  the 
proposed  Amendment" 

Sir  R.  B.  FINL AY  thought  it  was  ex- 
I  tremely  undesirable  that  those  words 
'  should  be  inserted,  and  he  hoped  the 
\  honourable  Member  would  accept  the  sug- 
j  gestion  which  had  been  made  at  the 
present  stage. 

♦Mr.  MOULTON  (Cornwall,  Laun 
;  ceston)  said  that  when  the  Bill  was  first 
>  brought  in  he  regarded  this  clause  as  the 
'  most  dangerous  one  in  the  whole  Bill.  But 
'  in  the  form  in  which  this  new  sulj-section 
'  had  been  proposed  there  was  both  equality 
j  and  sjrmmetry,  and  it  would  be  very  much 
'  better  to  accept  it  just  as  it  stood. 
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Mr.  LOWLES  said  that  on  the  under- 
standing that  the  Government  would  con- 
sider the  point  he  had  raised  between  now 
and  the  Report  stage  he  would  consent  to 
withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Amendment  to  the  Amendment  by 
leave  withdrawn. 

Original  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Sir  R.  B.  FINLAY  said  what  had 
just  been  passed  rendered  an  alteration 
necessary  with  regard  to  the  seventh  sub- 
section, which  was  not  applicable  to  the 
section  as  it  now  stood.  He  moved  the 
omission  of  Sub-section  7,  and  the  substi- 
tution of  the  foDowing  words  : — 

"  The  Local  Government  Board  may  also  on 
the  joint  application  of  the  London  County 
Council  ana  the  Common  Council  of  the  City 
of  London  make  a  provisional  order  transfer- 
ing  any  power  from  the  County  Council  to 
the  Common  Council  or  from  the  Common 
Council  to  the  County  Coundl." 

The  effect  of  this  would  be  that  the  City 
would  be  dealt  with  separately,  and  by 
itself. 

Mr.  STUART  said  that  he  thought 
something  ought  to  be  said  with  regard  to 
the  two-thirds  majority.  He  thought  if  a 
transfer  were  to  be  made  between  these 
two  important  bodies  it  should  be  safe- 
guarded by  some  terms.  He  rather 
thought  that  there  was  a  clause  which 
practically  covered  that  matter  in  the  Bill 
of  1898.  He  saw  that  there  was  the  pro- 
tection of  a  Provisional  Order,  but,  at  the 
same  time,  a  Provisional  Order  Bill  passed 
through  the  House  under  very  different 
circumstances  to  other  Bills,  and  he  would 
much  prefer  in  the  case  of  these  important 
bodies  that  there  should  be  the  safeguard 
of  a  two-thirds  majority. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  regretted  that 
he  could  not  welcome  the  Amendment, 
because  he  foresaw  some  danger  in  it.  He 
did  not  desire  to  discuss  the  matter  at  that 
moment,  because  it  depended  very  much 
on  the  wording  of  the  Amendment.  All 
he  desired  to  do  was  to  reserve  liberty  to 
himself  to  oppose  it  on  the  Report  stage. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  6  : — 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  Committee 
will  perhapA   permit    me,     though    not 


strictly  in  order,  to  make  a  statement  in 
connection  with  Clause  6.     It  was  intro- 
duced  into  the  Bill  in  order  to  complete 
the  theory  of  the  Bill,  so  far  as  the  transfer 
is  concerned.     The  theory  of  the  Bill    is 
that  we  should  transfer  from  the  county 
council    to    the  borough  council  all   the 
powers  those  two  authorities  have  agreed 
to  transfer,  and  not  go  further.     Some  of 
the  powers  agreed  to  be  transferred   are 
dealt  with  in  Clause  6,  and  some  are  dealt 
with  in  the  schedule  of  Clause  7,  but  there 
remainsome  powers  under  the  LondonBuild- 
ing  Acts,  and  these  cannot  be  transferred 
by  schedule  or  clause,  or  by  any  other  pro- 
cess, because  of  the  interference  with  the 
Building  Acts  which  necessarily  ensues. 
Clause  6  was  an  attempt  to  circumvent  the 
herculean  task  of  amending  the  Buildings 
Act.     It  was  the  best  attempt  that  could 
be  made,  but  it  is  an  attempt  which,  I  am 
boimd  to  say  I  consider  was,  from  the 
first,  foredoomed  to  failure.      I  do  not 
think  it  is  possible  to  leave  it,  as    this 
clause  proposes  to  leave  it,  to  be  dealt  with 
by  a  Provisional  Order  BUI,   and  to  deal 
with  an  amendment  of  the  Buildings  Act 
and  the  transfer  of  the  provisions  oi  that 
Act  to  the  new  authorities  does  not  come 
within  the  province  of  a  London  Govern- 
ment Bill.     It  must  be  done,  I  think,  by  a 
detailed  arrangement  with   the  borough 
councils  and  the  county  councils,  and  the 
consideration  of  the  Building  Act  by  this 
Houseasawhole.  I  amsorrythatthisshould 
be  so,  because  to  that  extent  it  mars  the 
svmmetry  of  the  measure,  because    we 
shall  not  be  able  to  transfer  to  the  boirough 
councils  all  the  powers  agreed  to  be  trans- 
ferred.     Inasmuch  as  it  is  impossible  to 
realise  that  idea  by  this  Bill,  the  Com- 
mittee, I  trust,  will  permit  me  to  move 
that  this  Clause  be  omitted. 

Question : — 

'*  That  Clause  6  he  omitted  *'—(Mr,  A.  J, 
Balfour), 

put  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  7 : — 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  desired  some 
information  with  regard  to  the  third  sub- 
section, which  he  thought  was  not 
quite  clear.  If  the  main  road  was  trans- 
ferred to  the  borough  municipality  with- 
out contribution,  he  wished  to  know 
whether  it  would  still  be  maintained  by 
the  central  body.  He  further  noticed 
that  while  main  roads  came  under  one 
sub-section,  highways  came  under  another. 
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Sir  R  B.  FINLAY  pointed  out  that 
Clause  8  dealt  with  those  powers. 

Sir  J.  BLUNDELL  MAPLE  wished  to 
know  whether  it  would  not  be  as  well  to 
put  in  the  words  "  tramway  lines  "  after 
the  words  "roadway  "  in  Suh-section  2.  He 
moved  that  that  sub-section  should  be 
amended  so  as  to  read  "  roadway,  tram- 
way road,  and  footway." 

The  chairman  :  I  do  not  think  the 
words  of  the  honourable  Member  would 
make  sense ;  the  words  in  the  sub-section 
are,  "  by  reason  of  its  being  a  roadway  or 
footway  of  a  bridge " ;  and  if  we  put  in 
''  tramway  road  "  I  am  afraid  it  would  not 
make  sense. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  moved  to  omit 
Sub-section  3  of  Clause  7,  which  provides 
that  the  power  of  a  borough  council  to 
close  or  stop  up  a  street,  under  Section  84 
of  the  Metropolis  Management  Amend- 
ment Act,  1862,  shall  not  require  the 
sanction  of  the  London  County  Council. 
It  was  clear  that  if  they  removed  this 
power  it  might  easily  happen  that  two 
adjoining  boroughs,  acting  independently, 
might  stop  up  at  the  same  time  two 
parallel  streets,  causing  greatinconvenience 
to  traffic. 

Amendment  proposed — 

**  In  page  5,  line  9,  to  leave  out  *  Sub-sec- 
tion (3).*  *^—{Mr.  PickersgUl.) 

Question  proposed — 

"That  Sub-section  3  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  objection 
brought  against  the  sub-section  by  the 
honourable  Gentleman  has  very  little 
substance.  He  is  afraid  lest  the  borough 
councils  should  permit  two  parallel 
thoroughfares  to  be  blocked  up  at  the 
same  time.  After  all,  the  lx>rough  councils 
are  entrusted  with  the  care  of  the  street, 
the  paving  and  lighting,  and  they  are  the 
bodies  most  directly  and  immediately 
interested  in  the  proper  arraneements  for 
the  traffic.  Therefore,  if  any  body  is  to 
be  trusted  to  take  care  that  two  adjacent 
thoroughfares  shall  not  be  blocked  at  the 
same  time,  I  think  it  is  the  borough 
council.  Under  the  circumstances,  I  hope 
the  honourable  Gentleman  will  not  press 
lui  to  make  this  change  in  the  Bill. 


Mr.  STUART  thought  there  were  the 
very  strongest  reasons  tor  not  altering  the 
law.  The  power  of  the  central  authority 
was  given  by  the  amendment  of  the 
Metropolis  Management  Act.  The  Metro* 
polis  Management  Act  of  1855  did  not 
give  this  power,  and  in  consequence  of 
the  difficulty  that  arose  Parliament  intro- 
duced the  Act  of  1862,  which  gave  the 
requisite  authority  to  the  then  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works.  There  was  no 
difficulty  at  the  present  time,  but  if.  they 
removed  the  central  power  there  would 
be  nothing  to  prevent  two  boroughs  from 
stopping  up  the  ends  of  two  parallel 
streets  at  tiie  same  time,  to  the  general 
inconvenience  of  the  public. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  rComwaU,  Bodmin) 
said  he  did  not  think  his  right  honourable 
friend  the  Leader  of  the  House  quite  ap^ 
preciated  the  question  of  convenience  in- 
volved in  this  matter.  His  honourable 
friend  who  had  just  sat  down  spoke  of 
the  extreme  inconvenience  caused  before 
the  existing  law  was  introduced,  and  he 
(Mr.  Courtney)  could  not  help  thinking 
that  there  should  be  some  machinery  by 
which  the  public  should  be  protected  from 
the  inconvenience  of  two  streets  being 
''up''  at  the  same  time.  This  might 
happen  from  mere  thoughtlessness  or 
want  of  agreement  between  two  neigh- 
bouring boroughs. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  (Battersea)  said 
he  was  not  particularly  anxious  that  the 
sul)-section  should  be  struck  out,  hut  if  it 
was  so  worded  as  to  provide  for  the  noti- 
fication of  the  intention  of  the  borough 
council  to  close  a  given  thoroughfare, 
such  notification  to  be  made  to  the  adjoin- 
ing borough  or  the  engineer  of  the  County 
Council,  the  whole  difficulty  would  be 
obviated. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  think  we  may 
fairly  leave  this  matter  to  the  borough 
council.  The  suggestion  of  the  honourable 
Member  for  Battersea  is,  however,  worthy 
of  consideration  as  far  as  the  adjoining 
borough  is  concerned.  My  honourable 
friend  the  Solicitor-General  has  hastily 
drafted  these  words  for  insertion — which 
I  ventiure  to  submit  for  acceptance  : — 

*'  Provided  that  before  closing  or  stoppinjz 
any  such  street  the  borough  council  shall 
notify  the  fact  to  the  council  in  a  contiguous 
borough." 

Amendment  bv  leave  withdrawn. 
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Amendniettt  proposed—^ 

"  To  add  at  the  end  of  Clause  1,  the  words  : 
'  Provided  that  hefore  closmg  or  stopping 
any  such  street  the  borough  council  shall 
notify  the  fact  to  the  council  in  a  contiguous 
borough.' "—(^r.  A.  J.  Balfour,) 

Question — 

'*  That  those  words  be  there  added," 
put  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  moved  the  omis- 
sion of  Sub-section  4  relating  to  bye  laws 
and  regulations  with  regard  to  dairies 
and  slaughter-houses.  It  was  not  desir- 
able that  the  enforcement  of  these  bye- 
laws  and  regulations  should  be  entrusted 
to  the  large  number  of  borough  councils 
into  whicn  London  would  be  divided. 
There  ought  to  be  a  uniform  adminstra- 
tion  of  them,  and  the  only  way  to  insure 
uniformity  was  to  entrust  their  enforce- 
ment to  one  central  body. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  5,  line  13,  to  leave  out  Sub-sec- 
tion 4." — (Mr,  PickersgilL) 

Question  proposed — 

"That  Sub-seotion  4  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Sir  B.  B.  FINLAY  appealed  to  the 
Gommittee  to  retain  the  sub-section. 
Surely  the  local  authority  was  well  aware 
of  the  circumstances  of  the  locality,  and 
had  every  opportunity  of  seeing  to  the 
enforcement  of  bye-laws  in  which  its  own 
district  was  primarily  interested.  In  the 
event  of  the  default  of  the  local  authority 
to  enforce  flie  bye-laws,  the  County 
Council  might  step  in  and  bring  the 
Local  'Government  Board  into  operation 
against  it. 

Mr.  lough  remarked  that  that  would 
be  a  very  invidious  duty  for  the  County 
Council. 

Mr.  STEADMAN  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Stepney)  said  this  was  an  Amendment 
which  he  had  hoped  the  Government 
were  going  to  accept.  At  the  present 
time  the  London  County  Council  had  the 
enforcement  of  the  bye-laws.  They  had 
an  excellent  staff,  ana  every  person  was 
treated  in  a  fair  and  impartial  manner. 
With  regard  to  the  provision  at  the  end 
of  the  clause  to  the  effect  that  if  an  in- 
spaetor  did  not  do  his  duty    an  appeal 


should  be  made  to  the  County  Council   to 
do  it  for  him,  he  desired  to  draw    the 
Solicitor-General's  attention  to  the    fact 
that  at  the   present  time  every  vestry 
and  district  board  had  a  sanitary  stafi^ 
whose  duty  it  was  to  visit  the  various 
houses  of  the  district  and  see  that  they 
were  in  a  good  sanitary  condition.     He 
happened  to  know  that  the  men  who  were 
elected  on  the  local  boards  were  owners 
of  property  in  their  respective  districts, 
ana  sanitary  inspectors  were  practically 
intimidated  by  them   not  to  carry   out 
their  duties  in  an  honedt  and  satisfactory 
manner.     If  that  applied  at  the  present 
time  in  reference  to  the  Public   Health 
Act,  it  would  apply  to  the  enforcement  of 
the  bye-laws  in  reference  to  dairies  and 
slaughter-houses.      There     was    another 
point.     If  they  were  going  to  put  these 
extra  duties  upon  the  borough  councils, 
they  would  impose  extra  expense  upon 
them,  because  in  many  cases  the  local 
authorities     were    under-staffed.      That 
being  so,  an  extra  staff  would  be  required 
to  carry  out  the    extra  bye-laws.     An 
extra  staff  would  mean  extra  expense,  in- 
creasing the  already  heavy  burden  on  the 
ratepayers   in  the  East-end    and    other 
parts  of  London.    He  hoped,  therefore, 
the  Government  would  reconsider  their 
decision  in  this  matter. 

Mr.  LOWLES  said  the  plan  of  the 
Government,  he  was  sure,  was  to  make 
the  powers  given  to  the  local  bodies  as 
real  and  independent  as  possible.  He 
thought  the  fears  expressed  by  the  last 
speaker  were  groundless.  In  his  own 
locality  each  dairy  was  already  regularly 
visited  by  the  sanitary  officer,  so  that  no 
extra  expense  would  be  incurred.  He 
hoped  the  Government  would  adhere  to 
the  sub-section,  and  reject  the  interference 
of  the  County  Council  wherever  possible. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  said  there  must 
be  a  central  body  in  the  Metropolis  to  see 
that  the  laws  of  sanitation  were  uni- 
formly enforced.  The  County  Council 
ought  to  be  the  metropolitan  supervising 
sanitary  authority,  and  it  ought  not  to  be 
cut  out  from  some  control  over  the 
making  and  enforcement  of  the  bye-laws 
and  regulations. 

Sir  J.  BLUNDELL  MAPLE  said  he 
entirely  agreed  with  the  sub-section,  be- 
cause he  thought  it  was  desirable  to  put 
all  matters  of  sanitation  in  the  hands  of 
the  boroughs. 
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*Ck>LONRL  HUQHES  (Woolwich}  said 
he  should  vote  against  the  amenmnent. 
He  held  that  it  would  be  for  the  County 
Council  to  see  that  the  local  authorities 
thoroughly  carried  out  the  bye-laws  re- 
specting this  matter. 


{9  May  1899}  Gavenmeid  Bitt.  178 

Question  put. 
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Amendnient  proposed—^ 

"  To  add  at  the  end  of  Clause  1,  the  words  : 
•  Provided  that  before  closing  or  stopping 
any  such  street  the  borough  council  shall 
notify  the  fact  to  the  council  in  a  contiguous 
borough.' "—(-^»*-  A,  J,  Balfour,) 

Question — 

•*  That  those  words  be  there  added," 
put  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  moved  the  omis- 
sion  of  Sub-section  4  relating  to  bye  laws 
and  regulations  with  regard  to  dairies 
and  slaughter-houses.  It  was  not  desir- 
able that  the  enforcement  of  these  bye- 
laws  and  regulations  should  be  entrusted 
to  the  large  number  of  borough  councils 
into  whicn  London  would  be  divided. 
There  ought  to  be  a  uniform  adminstra- 
tion  of  them,  and  the  only  way  to  insure 
uniformity  was  to  entrust  their  enforce- 
ment to  one  central  body. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  5,  line  13,  to  leave  out  Sub-sec- 
tion 4."-^Mr,  PickersgilL) 

Question  proposed — 

"That  Sub-section  4  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Sir  R.  B.  PINLAY  appealed  to  the 
Committee  to  retain  the  sub-section. 
Surely  the  local  authority  was  well  aware 
of  the  circumstances  of  the  locality,  and 
had  every  opportunity  of  seeing  to  the 
enforcement  of  bye-laws  in  which  its  own 
district  was  primarily  interested.  In  the 
event  of  the  default  of  the  local  authority 
to  enforce  flie  bye-laws,  the  County 
Council  might  step  in  and  bring  the 
Local  'Government  Board  into  operation 
against  it. 

Mr,  lough  remarked  that  that  would 
be  a  very  invidious  duty  for  the  County 
Council. 

Mr.  STEADMAN  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Stepney)  said  this  was  an  Amendment 
which  he  had  hoped  the  Government 
were  going  to  accept.  At  the  present 
time  the  London  County  Council  had  the 
enforcement  of  the  bye-laws.  They  had 
an  excellent  staflf,  and  every  person  was 
treated  in  a  fair  and  impartial  manner. 
With  regard  to  the  provision  at  the  end 
of  the  clause  to  the  effect  that  if  an  in- 
spector did  not  do  his  duty    an  appeal 


should  be  made  to  the  County  Council  to 
do  it  for  him,  he  desired  to  draw  the 
Solicitor-General's  attention  to  the  fact 
that  at  the  present  time  every  vestry 
and  district  board  had  a  sanitary  staff, 
whose  duty  it  was  to  visit  the  various 
houses  of  the  district  and  see  that  they 
were  in  a  good  sanitary  condition.  He 
happened  to  know  that  the  men  who  were 
elected  on  the  local  boards  were  owners 
of  property  in  their  respective  districts, 
and  sanitary  inspectors  were  practically 
intimidated  by  them  not  to  carry  out 
their  duties  in  an  honest  and  satisfactory 
manner.  If  that  applied  at  the  present 
time  in  reference  to  the  Public  Health 
Act,  it  would  apply  to  the  enforcement  of 
the  bye-laws  in  reference  to  dairies  and 
slaughter-houses.  There  was  another 
point.  If  they  were  going  to  put  these 
extra  duties  upon  the  borough  councils, 
they  would  impose  extra  expense  upon 
them,  because  in  many  cases  the  local 
authorities  were  imder-staffed.  That 
being  so,  an  extra  staff  would  be  required 
to  carry  out  the  extra  bye-laws.  An 
extra  staff  would  mean  extra  expense,  in- 
creasing the  already  heavy  burden  on  the 
ratepayers  in  the  East-end  and  other 
parts  of  London.  He  hoped,  therefore, 
the  Gk>vemraent  would  reconsider  their 
decision  in  this  matter. 

Mr.  LOWLES  said  the  plan  of  the 
Government,  he  was  sure,  was  to  make 
the  powers  given  to  the  local  bodies  as 
real  and  independent  as  possible.  He 
thought  the  fears  expressed  by  the  last 
speaker  were  groundless.  In  his  own 
locality  each  dairy  was  already  regularly 
visited[  by  the  sanitary  officer,  so  that  no 
extra  expense  *  would  be  incurred.  He 
hoped  the  Government  would  adhere  to 
the  sub-section,  and  reject  the  interference 
of  the  County  Council  wherever  possible. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  said  there  must 
be  a  central  body  in  the  Metropolis  to  see 
that  the  laws  of  sanitation  were  uni- 
formly enforced.  The  County  Council 
ought  to  be  the  metropolitan  supervising 
sanitary  authority,  and  it  ought  not  to  be 
cut  out  from  some  control  over  the 
making  and  enforcement  of  the  bye-laws 
and  regulations. 

Sir  J.  BLUNDELL  INIAPLE  said  he 
entirely  agreed  with  the  sub-section,  be- 
cause he  thought  it  was  desirable  to  put 
all  matters  of  sanitation  in  the  hands  of 
the  boroughs. 
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Amendment  proposed — 


II 


In  Page  6,  Claue  7,  line  22,  At  the  end  to 
insert  '  Nothing  in  this  section  shall  affeot  the 
power  of  the  London  Coanty  Ck>ancil  to  make 
Dje>lawB  and  regulations  under  the  Public 
Health  and  other  Acts. ' "  -{Mr,  Stuart. ) 

Question  proposed — 

'*  That  those  words  be  there  inserted.*' 

Sir  R.  B.  FINLAY  said  there  was  no 
necessity  to  insert  these  words.  The  sub- 
section stated  that  it  should  be  the  duty 
of  the  borough  council  to  enforce  within 
their  borougn  the  bye-laws  and  regula- 
tions for  the  time  being  in  force.  It  said 
nothing  about  the  power  of  making  bye- 
laws,  and  therefore  the  suggested  proviso 
was  quite  unnecessary. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  said  he  agreed 
with  the  Solicitor-GrenenJ  that  the  County 
Council  had  absolute  power  to  make  bye- 
laws.  But  he  would  like  to  know  if 
the  Council  had  a  concurrent  right  of 
entry  with  the  local  authority  to  ascer- 
tain if  the  bye-laws  and  regulations  were 
observed. 

Sir  R  B.  FINLAY  said  he  understood 
power  was  given,  in  the  first  instance,  to 
the  local  authority,  and  then,  if  there 
was  any  default,  the  London  County 
Council  would  act  under  the  Public 
Health  Act. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  R)  inquired  how 
the  default  was  to  be  ascertained.  Would 
the  officers  of  the  London  Countv  Council 
continue  to  have  the  power  which  they 
now  possessed  to  enter  upon  and  inspect 
the  premises,  so  as  to  ascertain  for  them- 
selves whether  there  had  been  any 
default  ? 

Sir  R.  B.  FINLAY:  I  think  the 
Council  would  have  the  power  of  entry. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  said  it  was  the 
opinion  of  Dr.  Shirley  Murphy,  the 
Medical  Officer  of  the  Council,  that  the 
powers  of  entry  possessed  by  the  Council 
under  the  Bill  would  be  less  complete  than 
those  possessed  by  the  borough  councils. 

*Thk  CHAIRMAN:    That    does    not 
arise  on  this  amendment. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  said  he  was 
anxious  to  ascertain   from   the   Solicitor- 


Oeneral  what  were  the  exact  powers  the 
Council  would  possess.  Would  it,  sup- 
posing it  had  information  that  a  default 
was  ukely  to  occur,  be  able  to  send  its 
inspectors  to  the  premises  before  the 
default  actually  occurred  ?  If  not,  it 
might  be  possible  to  spread  disease  very 
widely  by  the  distribution  of  milk,  which 
was  a  common  source  of  contagion.  It 
certainly  seemed  to  him  that  the  County 
Council  ought  to  have  concurrent  powers 
of  entry,  especially  in  the  case  of  dairies. 

♦The  chairman  :  Order,  order! 
That  question  certainly  does  not  arise  on 
this  Amendment. 

Question  put  and  negatived. 

Mr.  STUART  proposed  the  insertion 
of  the  words — 

"That  nothing  in  this  section  shall  affect 
the  powers  of  entry  and  inspection  by  London 
Connty  Council  officers." 

Lord  E.  FITZMAURICE  (Wilts, 
Crioklade) :  Will  the  Solicitor-General 
undertake  to  look  into  this  matter  before 
we  reach  the  Report  stage,  and  see  if  the 
power  of  entry  is  saved  1 

Sir  R.  B.  FINLAY :  I  am  quite  pre- 
pared to  do  that.  Personally  I  think  it 
is,  but  I  quite  agree  that  this  is  a  matter 
which  requires  attention. 

Mr.     STUART:     I     withdraw   my 
Amendment. 

Amendment  by  leave  withdrawn. 

Mr.  R.  G.  WEBSTER  ^St.  Pancras,  K) 
said  the  Amendment  which  he  had  to  pro- 
pose was  somewhat .  consequential  on  a 
decision  which  was  arrived  at  earlier  in 
the  evening.  He  wished  to  omit  the 
words,  "  with  the  consent  of  the  Local 
Government  Bouxl."  This  clause  reaUy 
gave  power  to  alienate  property  with  the 
consent  of  the  Local  Gk)vemment  Board, 
and  without  any  reference  to  the  Board 
from  which  the  authority  had  practically 
to  borrow  the  money  to  carry  on  their 
work.  When  the  local  authorities  wanted 
loans  they  had  to  go  to  the  County 
Council,  which,  before  granting  them, 
made  inquiries  as  to  the  rating  value  of  the 
district,  the  desirability  and  cost  of  the 
project  for  which  the  money  was  required. 
Surely,  then,  it  would  be  better  that  it 
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should  be  left  to  the  same  body  to  inquire 
as  to  the  advisability  of  allowing  the  local 
authority  to  alienate  property,  instead  of 
calling  in  the  Local  Government  Board. 

Amendment  proposed — 

« In  Clause  7,  page  5,  lines  23  and  24,  to 
leave  oat  'with  the  consent  of  the  Looal 
Government  Board.' "—(ibTr.  E,  G,  Webster.) 

Question  proposed — 

"That  the  words  prooosed  to  be  left  out 
stand  part  of  the  Clause. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  think  the  hon- 
ourable Member  will  probably  see  the 
Propriety  of  not  pressing  this  Amendment, 
'he  clause  carries  out  a  practice  which, 
I  believe,  is  universal  in  this  country. 
There  ought,  evidently,  to  be  some  safe- 
guard for  preserving  the  rights  of  future 
generations.  It  is  quite  proper  that,  be- 
fore property  is  alienated,  some  expert 
and  impartial  authority  should  be  called 
in  to  decide  as  to  the  wisdom  of  the 
alienation.  I  do  not  think  there  could  be 
a  better  authority  than  that  chosen  in  the 
Bill,  and  I  hope  the  Committee  will 
aocept  the  provision  as  it  stands. 
Question  put  and  agreed  to. 

♦Sir  CHARLES  DILKE  moved  the 
omission  of  Sub-section  6,  on  the  CTOund 
that  the  promoting  of  Bills  in  Parliament 
would  be  a  fruitful  source  of  waste  of  the 
funds  of  these  new  municipalities.  He 
could  not  imagine  any  purpose  for  which 
they  would  require  to  promote  Bills  ;  if 
any  matter  required  legislation,  it  would 
be  better  to  proceed  by  provisional  order 
than  by  encouraging  them  to  promote 
Bills  of  their  own  in  Parliament.  The 
6th  Sub-section  could  not  have  been 
thought  out,  for  it  used  language  entirely 
inadequate  to  the  circumstances.  The 
power  of  opposing  Bills  vestries  now  had, 
but  the  draftsman  on  this  subject  had  been 
misled  by  the  supposed  analogy  between 
these  boroughs  and  municipalities  through- 
out the  country,  and  had  introduced  the 
principle  in  a  form  altogether  inapplicable 
to  London.  The  words  imported  into 
London  law  in  this  clause  were  to  be 
found  in  the  Borough  Funds  Act,  which 
stated  that  all  cost  in  connection  with 
promoting  or  opposing  Bills  required  the 
consent  of  owners  or  ratepayers,  to  be 
expressed  by  resolution  in  the  manner 
provided  by  the  Local  Government  Act 
of  1858.     The  latter  Act,  however,  had 
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been  repealed  by  the  Public  Health  Act, 
which  had  no  application  to  London    in 
this  respect.  The  machinery  to  be  adopted 
from  the  Borough  Funds  Act  for  the  pro- 
motion of  Bills  was  extraordinarily  cxjetly 
and  cumbersome,  and  in  many  boroughs 
had  become  a  dead  letter.     Some  of  the 
curious  provisions  set  forth  in  the  thixxi 
schedule  of  that  Act  had,  in  fact,  never 
been  put  in  force.     It  was  now  proposed 
for  the  first  time  to  introduce  this   cum- 
bersome    machinery    into    London.      It 
would  be  much  better  simply  to  leave  to 
the  vestries  their  present  power  of  oppos- 
ing Bills,  for  it  would  merely  be  a  tempta- 
tion for  the  new  councils  to  engage   in 
costly  conflicts  one  with  the  other. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"In  page  5,  line  30,  to  leave  out  sub-sec- 
tion (6)."— (iSTir  Charles  Dilke,) 

Question  proposed — 

*'  That  the  words  '  A  borough  council  shall 
have  the  same  powers  of  promoting'  stand 
part  of  the  clause." 

Mr.   a.  J.  BALFOUR:    I    think   it 
would  be  better  from  our  point  of  view 
for  us  to  carry  out  the  general  principles 
which  we  find  am)licable    to    boroughs 
outside  London.     The  right  hon.  Baronet 
suggests  that  municipal  boroughs  ought 
not    to    have    the     power    of    promot- 
ing Bills  in  Parliament,   but  that  they 
ought   to   have   the   power   of    opposing 
them.      I  am  unwilling  to  inflict  a  stigma 
on  these  new  boroughs  by  depriving  them 
of  a  privilege  which  their  brethren  of  the 
extra-metropolitan  area    have    now  pos- 
sessed   for    a    great    number    of  years. 
That,  of  course,  is  in  strict  conformity 
with  the  general  principles  we  have  advo- 
cated from  the  very   inception   of  this 
measure.      There  only  remains  the  ques- 
tion of  whether  we  should  remove  limita- 
tions in  the  case  of  the  new  boroughs 
which  would  put  them  in  a  better  position 
as  regards  the   promotion  of  Bills  than 
the   extra-metropolitan   boroughs.      I  do 
not  think  we  ought  to  do  that,  although 
I  do  not  at  all  hold  that  the   existing 
Borough  Funds  Act  is  a  very  convenient 
instrument,  or  one  incapable  of  reform, 
or  one,  indeed,  that  it  is  not  very  desir- 
able to  reform.      I  think,  probably  at  no 
distant    date.    Parliament    will   take  in 
hand  the  system   which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  very  justly  describes  as  cum- 
bersome, and  will  effectively  simplify  it. 
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Amendment  proposed — 


« In  Page  5,  Clause  7,  line  22,  At  the  end  to 
inaert  '  Nothing  in  this  section  shall  affect  the 

EBT  of  Uie  London  County  Cooncil  to  make 
laws  and  regalations  under  the  Public 
1th  and  other  Acts. ' "  -(Mr,  St\iart,) 

Question  proposed — 

'*  That  ^ose  words  be  there  inserted." 

SiK  R.  B.  FINLAY  said  there  was  no 
necessity  to  insert  these  words.  The  sub- 
section stated  that  it  should  be  the  duty 
of  the  borough  council  to  enforce  within 
their  borough  the  bye-laws  and  regula- 
tions for  the  time  being  in  force.  It  said 
nothing  about  the  power  of  making  bye- 
laws,  and  therefore  the  suggested  proviso 
was  quite  unnecessary. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  said  he  agreed 
with  the  Solicitor-General  that  the  County 
Council  had  absolute  power  to  make  bye- 
laws.  But  he  would  like  to  know  if 
the  Council  bad  a  concurrent  right  of 
entry  with  the  local  authority  to  ascer- 
tain if  the  bye-laws  and  regulations  were 
obeerved. 

Sir  R.  B.  FINLAY  said  he  understood 
power  was  given,  in  the  first  instance,  to 
the  local  authority,  and  then,  if  there 
was  any  default,  the  London  County 
Council  would  act  under  the  Public 
Health  Act. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  inquired  how 
the  default  was  to  be  ascertained.  Would 
the  officers  of  the  London  County  Council 
continue  to  have  the  power  which  they 
now  possessed  to  enter  upon  and  inspect 
the  premises,  so  as  to  ascertain  for  them- 
selves whether  there  had  been  any 
default  ? 

Sir  R.  B.  FINLAY:  I  think  the 
Council  would  have  the  power  of  entry. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  said  it  was  the 
opinion  of  Dr.  Shirley  Murphv,  the 
Medical  Officer  of  the  Council,  that  the 
powers  of  entry  possessed  by  the  Council 
under  the  Bill  would  be  less  complete  than 
those  possessed  by  the  borough  councils. 


*The  CHAIRMAN:    That    does    not 
arise  on  this  amendment. 

Mr.    JOHN    BURNS    said    he    was 
anxious  to  ascertain  from   the   Solicitor - 


Greneral  what  were  the  exact  powers  the 
Council  would  possess.  Would  it,  sup- 
posing it  had  information  that  a  default 
was  nkely  to  occur,  be  able  to  send  its 
inspectors  to  the  premises  before  the 
default  actually  occurred  ?  If  not,  it 
might  be  possible  to  spread  disease  very 
widely  by  the  distribution  of  milk,  which 
was  a  common  source  of  contagion.  It 
certainly  seemed  to  him  that  the  County 
Council  ought  to  have  concurrent  powers 
of  entry,  especially  in  the  case  of  dairies. 

*The  CHAIRMAN  :  Order,  order! 
That  question  certainly  does  not  arise  on 
this  Amendment. 

Question  put  and  negatived. 

Mr.  STUART  proposed  the  insertion 
of  the  words — 

"That  nothing  in  this  section  shall  affect 
the  powers  of  entry  and  inspection  by  London 
Coonty  Conncil  omoers." 

Lord  E.  FITZMAURICE  (Wilts, 
Cricklade) :  Will  the  Solicitor-General 
undertake  to  look  into  this  matter  before 
we  reach  the  Report  stage,  and  see  if  the 
power  of  entry  is  saved  1 

Sir  R.  B.  FINLAY :  I  am  quite  pre- 
pared to  do  that.  Personally  I  think  it 
is,  but  I  quite  agree  that  this  is  a  matter 
which  requires  attention. 

Mr,     STUART:    I    withdraw   my 
Amendment. 

Amendment  by  leave  withdrawn. 

Mr.  R.  G.  WEBSTER  (St.  Pancras,  E.) 
said  the  Amendment  which  he  had  to  pro- 
pose was  somewhat .  consequential  on  a 
decision  which  was  arrived  at  earlier  in 
the  evening.  He  wished  to  omit  the 
words,  "  with  the  consent  of  the  Local 
(Jovernment  Board."  This  clause  really 
gave  power  to  alienate  property  with  the 
consent  of  the  Local  Gk)vernment  Board, 
and  without  any  reference  to  the  Board 
from  which  the  authority  had  practically 
to  borrow  the  money  to  carry  on  their 
work.  When  the  local  authorities  wanted 
loans  they  had  to  go  to  the  County 
Council,  which,  before  granting  them, 
made  inquiries  as  to  the  rating  value  of  the 
district,  the  desirability  and  cost  of  the 
project  for  which  the  money  was  required. 
Surely,  then,  it  would  be  better  that  it 
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would  be  necessary  to  enlarge,  and  yet 
they  could  not  do  that  unless  they  could 
promote  a  Bill  in  Parliament.  Of  course 
it  was  said  that  the  councils  could  get 
the  London  County  Council  to  do  it  in 
their  General  Powers  Bill.  At  any  rate, 
they  had  heard  nothing  in  favour  of  the 
section  as  it  stood. 

Mr.  RICHARDS  ^Finsbury,  E.)  hoped 
the  Government  would  not  accept  any  of 
the  suggestions  from  the  other  side  of 
the  House  which  would  bind  the  new 
boroughs  hand-and-foot  to  the  London 
County  Council.  The  London  County 
Council  endeavoured  on  three  occasions 
to  put  a  Bill  through  the  House  regarding 
the  Tower  Bridge  approaches  which  was 
disapproved  of  by  all  the  representatives  in 
the  south  of  London.  The  Bill  was  suc- 
cessfully resisted  for  two  years,  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Blackburn  wrote  a  letter 
to  show  the  scandalous  way  in  which  the 
ratepayers'  money  had  been  wasted. 

Sir  R.  B.  FINLAY,  in  answer  to  the 
question  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Islington 
as  to  the  meaning  of  the  words  "  necessary 
for  the  promotion  or  protection  of  the 
interests  of  the  inhabitants  of  their 
borough,"  said  these  words  occurred  in 
the  Borough  Funds  Act,  and  therefore 
there  was  respectable  precedent  in  their 
favour.  The  words  meant  exactly  what 
they  said.  If,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
governing  body,  legal  proceedings  were 
necessary  for  the  protection  or  promotion 
of  the  interests  of  the  inhabitants  of  their 
district,  they  were  at  liberty  to  take  such 
proceedings.  In  regard  to  the  application 
of  the  R)rough  Funds  Act,  ne  would 
point  out  that  that  Act  contained 
stringent  precautions  against  abuses,  and 
the  Committee  might  be  assured  that  the 
wanton  promotion  of  or  opposition  to  Bills 
would  not  be  allowed.  Consent  was 
.required  from  a  public  authority,  which 
exercised  its  discretion.  The  Local 
Gk)vernment  Board  and  the  Secretary  of 
State  required  to  be  consulted  before 
promotion  was  allowed,  and  there  was 
no  danger  of  the  ratepayers*  money  being 
squandered  in  that  way.  Whatever 
justice  there  might  be  in  the  criticism 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  as  to  the 
machinery  of  the  Borough  Funds  Act,  it 
was  not  desirable  that  the  Committee 
should  take  in  hand,  on  this  occasion,  the 
task  of  amending  its  provisions.  Surely 
the  proper  way  of  dealing  with  it  was 

il/n  Lougk 


by  a  general   reform  of    the   law    wdth 
reference  to  all  the  boroughs  to   'which 
the  Act  applied, .  and  to  put    the    new- 
boroughs  on  the  same    footing   as    the 
other  municipal  boroughs  throughout  the 
country,  in  regard  to  the  power  to  pro- 
mote Bills.      The  power  of    promoting 
Bills  was  not  on  the   same  footing    as 
that    of    opposing    them,    and   for     this 
reason — that  there  was  a  saving  clause 
in   the   Borough   Funds  Act   as  to    the 
existing  rights  of  other  bodies,  and  it  had 
been  held  that  these  words  had  the  effect 
of  allowing  any  body  to  resist  a  Bill  which 
was  levelled  at  its  existence,  or  at  any 
of    its  essential    rights,    without    going 
through  the  formalities  prescribed  by  the 
Act.     So  that  no  uneasiness  need  be  felt 
as  to  the  powers  of  the  Act  being  used 
for  the  purpose  of  recklessly  promoting 
BiUs. 

Mr.  J.  SAMUEL  (Stockton)  wished  to 
disabuse  the  mind  of  the  Committee  of 
the  idea    that    the    right   hon.    Gentle- 
man the   Member  for    Forest  of   Dean 
represented  the  views  of  the  municipali- 
ties on  this  question.     He  knew  there 
was  some  difference  of  opinion,  and  be 
also   knew  that   the    hon.    Member   for 
Islington  was  president   of  the  Associa- 
tion of  Municipal  Incorporations.      But 
he  understood  that  that  Association  was 
principally  composed  of  town  clerks,  who 
were  very  anxious  that  their  municipal 
bodies  should  promote  Bills  in  Parliament. 
Many  of  the  municipal  bodies,  however, 
had  sent  resolutions,  and  instructed  their 
delegates  to  oppose  any  alteration  of  the 
law.     He  held  that  the  law  was  a  check 
on  the  reckless  promotion  of    Bills.    A 
large  number  of  councils  had  promoted 
Bills,   but  when  they  went    before  the 
electors  and  explained  the  object  of  the 
Bills,  the  ratepayers  refused  to  give  con- 
sent to  their  promotion.     The  Bill  pro- 
moted by  the  Municipal  Association  did 
not  altogether  represent  the  views  of  the 
Association.      The    Bill    said    that   the 
consent  in  writing  must  be  obtained  of 
a  twentieth  of  the  ratepayers.     In  some 
towns  that  meant  that  a  thousand  rate- 
payers would  be  called  on  to  sign  a  paper 
in  absolute  ignorance  of  what  was  con- 
tained in  the  Bill,  because  there  was  no 
provision  in  the  Bill  for  a  previous  public 
meeting  at    which    the    Bill  would   be 
explained.     The  great  safeguard  of  the 
Borough  Funds  Act  was  that  there  must 
be  a  public  meeting  of  the  ratepayers  to 
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discuas  the  objects  of  the  Bill,  and  tu 
take  the  sense  of  the  meeting  as  to 
whether  the  Bill  should  l)o  promoted  or 
not.  That  Act  had  been  a  great  pro- 
tection in  different  municipalities  against 
the  reckless  promotion  of  Bills  which 
otherwise  might  have  passed  as  Pro- 
visional Order  Bills. 

♦Colonel  HUGHES  said  that  the 
necessity  for  the  new  boroughs  having 
power  to  promote  Bills  had  been  con- 
ceded by  the  London  County  Council, 
and  they  did  that  in  order  to  get  rid  of  the 
trouble  of  promoting  le^slationfordifTerent 
parts  of  London.  If  a  new  borough 
council  wanted  Parliamentary  power  to 
regulate  markets,  the  London  County 
Council  would  say,  '*  Hand  the  market 
over  to  us ;  we  ought  to  be  the  market 
authority,"  but  he  held  that  the  boroughs 
were  entitled  to  hold  the  markets  for 
their  own  benefit.  It  seemed  to  him 
that  Parliament  ought  to  give  these  new 
councik  some  power  of  their  own  to 
promote  Bills,  and  that  they  should  not 
be  compelled  to  go  to  any  other  body  for 
the  purpose. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  said  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat 
down  evidently  wanted  something 
different  from  the  cheap  and  easy  way  of 
setting  Parliamentary  sanction  to  local 
improvements  through  the  aid  of  the 
London  County  Council.  The  hon. 
Member  said  that  if  they  wanted  a 
market  at  Woolwich  the  London  County 
Council  would  probably  turn  round  and 
say  they  would  not  give  a  market  as 
readily  as  some  local  improvement.  The 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  and  the 
London  County  Council  spent  altogether 
half  a  million  of  money  on  Woolwich 
ferry,  and  that  money  had  been  con- 
tribute<i  by  all  London.  What  had  that 
expenditure  done  ?  It  had  reduced  the 
♦  price  of  coal  in  Woolwich  Is.  to  28.  per 
ton,  and  had  also  reduced  the  price  of 
foodstuffs  of  all  kinds.  It  seemed  to 
him  that  if  London  as  a  whole  was  taxed 
to  the  extent  of  half  a  million,  in  order 
to  provide  communication  between  North 
and  South  Woolwich,  on  the  Brinciple 
that  they  who  paid  the  piper  nad  the 
right  to  call  the  tune,  the  markets  should 
be  in  the  hands  of  the  Central  Authority. 
Take  the  case  of  Covent  Garden  Market. 
Supposing  the  new  Westminster  borough 
were  to  get  that  market  it  would  be  at  the 


expense  of  all  London,  which  made  their 
purchases  there.  That  would  be  a  mon- 
strous thing.  Some  people  wanted  metro- 
politan profits  for  local  piurposes.  He  could 
conceive  no  reason  in  a  single  case  why  the 
local  authorities  should  be  invested  with 
power  to  promote  Bills.  The  clause  was 
unreasonable  and  unjust,  and  he  trusted  in 
the  interests  of  economy  that  it  would  be 
withdrawn.  As  to  the  housing  of  the 
poor,  they  had  only  to  put  in  force  the 
Housing  of  the  Poor  Act,  and  they  would 
get  all  they  wanted. 

Mr.  STUART  said  that  in  the  con- 
ference between  the  local  authorities  and 
the  County  Council  the  local  authorities 
proposed  that  they  should  have  leave  to 

Eromote  Bills  concurrently  with  the 
lOndon  County  Council  for  improve- 
ments, and  it  was  agreed  to  provide  those 
improvements  within  the  area  of  the  local 
body  promoting  them,  without  assistance 
from  the  county  funds.  That  was  a  de- 
finite proposal,  to  which  they  had  no 
objection,  and  the  local  authorities  did 
not  seek  for  the  greater  powers  of  pro- 
moting Bills,  and  It  was  perfectly  clear 
where  the  difficulty  would  arise  if  there 
was  a  general  promotion  of  Bills  by  all 
the  general  authorities  of  London.  He 
feared  very  much  that  the  determination 
to  regard  these  new  metropolitan 
boroughs  as  absolutely  identical  with  the 
great  municipalities  of  England  had 
caused  all  the  trouble.  He  thought  it 
would  be  better  to  exclude  definitely 
from  this  Bill  the  power  to  promote  Bills 
on  subjects  which  referred  not  only  to 
the  special  borough  concerned,  but  also  to 
the  rest  of  London.  He  desired  to  move 
the  addition  of  the  words — 

**with  the  exoeptioDB  of  Bills  refeiriog  to 
water,  gas,  tramways,  and  markets.*' 

There  were  other  subjects,  but  those  were 
very  great  central  questions,  and  it  would 
be  extremely  inconvenient  if  the  local 
bodies  were  to  promote  Bills  in  respect  to 
them.  He  wished  to  ask  whether  he 
should  be  in  order  in  moving  those  words 
at  the  end  of  the  Clause. 

♦The  CHAIRMAN :  There  will  be  no 
objection  to  moving  it  at  the  end. 

Mr.  STUART  said  he  had  had  a  great 
deal  to  do  with  the  Bills  of  the  London 
County  Council,  which  had  not  generally 
met  with  much  opposition  in  the  House, 
and  they  had  been  very  favourably  re- 
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ceived  and  dealt  with  by  the  Committees. 
He  looked  simply  with  horror  at  the  pro- 
spect of  having  to  promote  Bills  in  this 
House,  with  the  possibility  of  those 
measures  being  traversed  by  the  new 
local  authorities  in  London.  The  whole 
position  would  be  one  of  enormous 
expense.  Town  clerks  were  well  known 
to  be  great  promoters  of  Bills,  and  they 
would  have  the  new  town  clerks  of  these 
new  boroughs  eager  to  promote  Bills.  He 
looked  with  terror  at  the  expense,  the 
waste  of  time  and  the  hopelessness  of 
getting  Bills  through  this  House,  and  the 
entanglement  in  which  all  their  legislation 
would  be  involved  if  this  proposal  was 
adopted.  It  had  been  said  that  it  was 
.  desirable  to  make  these  new  bodies  as  much 
like  other  boroughs  as  possible,  but  why 
should  they  stick  to  this  resemblance  upon 
this  particular  point,  when  the  essential 
difference  between  them  was  that  there 
were  a  large  number  of  subjects  which 
were  taken  out,  and  ought  to  be  taken 
out,  of  the  hands  of  these  borough 
councils,  because  they  belonged  to  the 
central  government  of  London  ?  He 
hoped  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
would  not  pre-suppose  that  there  would 
be  any  antagonism  between  the  boroughs 
and  the  County  Council,  for  he  should 
do  his  best  to  encourage  good  relations 
between  them. 

Mr.  LOWLES  said  he  was  in  favour 
of  giving  local  authorities  the  power  to 
establish  small  markets.  The  street 
traders  were  a  standing  source  of  trouble 
to  the  police  and  to  the  local  authorities, 
and  a  great  many  localities  would  be  glad 
to  have  small  markets  for  these  street 
traders  where  they  could  be  placed,  in- 
stead of  selling  in  the  thoroughfares  and 
obstructing  the  streets. 

Mr.    LEUTY    (Leeds,    E.)     said    he 

fathered  that  the  objection  to  alter  the 
till   was  the  desire  of  maintaining  the 
analogy  between  these  new  boroughs  and 


the  existing  boroughs,  but  he  desired     to 
point  out  that  the  analogy  which    it    -wsls 
proposed  to  maintain  did  not  exist.      The 
city  that  he  represented  was  divided  into 
five  Parliamentary  divisions,  and  he  could 
not  conceive   the   confusion  that   iwould 
arise  if  all  those  five  divisions  were    able 
to  apply   for    Parliamentary    Bills.      On 
Private  Bill  Committees  of  this  House  he 
had  seen  something  of  the  confusion  that 
did  arise,   and  the  waste  of  money   in- 
volved, by  small  authorities  fighting  with 
each   other  on  trifling  matters  in   nrhich 
their  interests  ought  to  be  one.     It  was  a 
great  pity  to  perpetuate  this    evil     by 
sticking  so  much  to  the  independence  of 
these  boroughs.     They  were  told  that  the 
Gk)vernment  shrank  from  making  reforms, 
but  it  was  not  true,   for  reforms     had 
already    commenced    in    London.       The 
difiiculties  of  administering  the  Borough 
Funds  Act  did  not  operate  in  London, 
but  the  Government    were    now   going 
to  make  it  operate.     As  a  matter  of  fact, 
they  were  dragging  back  that  cumbersome 
system  which  Xondon  was  congratulated 
upon   having    got    rid    of.     These    new 
boroughs    were    not     like    the    country 
boroughs,  which  were  towns  and  cities  in 
themselves,  but  they  were  only   sections 
of  one  great  town,  and  it  was  a  thousand 
pities  that  that  state  of  affairs  had  not 
been  fully  recognised.     The  analogy  did 
not  exist,  and  the  result  of  the  attempt 
to  make  an  analogy  when  there  was   not 
one   existing,   would  be  that    confusion 
would  occur,   and  the  difficulties  would 
increase ;  whereas  it  would  be   easy,  if 
this  Amendment  were  accepted,  to  increase 
their  powers  if   it  was  found  desirable. 
If,  however,  they  found  that  many  Acta 
of  Parliament    had    been  obtained,  and 
many  other  interests  had  grown  up,  it 
would  be  extremely  difficult  to  get  order 
out  of  the  confusion  created. 

Question  put. 

The   Committee  divided:  Ayes,   147; 
Noes,  68.     (Division  List.  No.  126.) 
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Loi>es,  Henry  Yarde  Buller 
Lowe,  Francis  William 
Lowles,  John 
Loyd,  Archie  Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell,  William 
Macartney,  W.  G.  Ellison 
Macdona,  John  Cumming 
Maclver,  David  (Liveri)ool) 
M  *I  ver,  SirLe  wis(  Edinbu  r  h  W. 
M*Killop,  James 
Maple,  Sir  John  Blundell 
Ma.ssey-Main  waring,  H  n.  W.  F. 
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Myers,  William  Henrs' 
Nicol,  Donald  Ninian 
Pease,  Herb.  Pike  (Darlington 
Percy,  Earl 

PhilfpottM,  Captain  Arthur 
Pierpoint,  Robert 
Pilkmgton,  Richard 
Platt-Hjfc'gins,  Frederick 
Richards,  Henry  Charles 
Richardson,SirThos.  ( Haitlep'l 
Ritchie,  Rt.  Hn.Chiis.  Thomson 
Robertson,  Herl>ert  (Hackney) 
Robinson,  Brooke 
Russell,  T.  W.  (Tyrone) 
Samuel,  Harry  S.  (Limeiiousef 
Scoble,  Sir  Andrew  Richard 
Sharpe,  William  Edwanl  T. 
Sidebotham,  J.  W.  (Cheslrire* 
Sidebottom,THarrop  ( Staly  br. 
Sidelx)ttom,  William(  I)erbysh. 
Stanley,  Lord  (Lanes.) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ.M'Ttiggart 
Stock,  James  Henry 
Stone,  Sir  Benjamin 
Sturt,  Hon.  Humphry  Napier 
Tritton,  Charles  Ernest 
Wanklyn,  James  Leslie 
Webster,  R.  ii.  (St.  Pancra.*^y 
W^ebster,  SirR.  E.  ( Isle  of  Wight 
Whiteley,  George  (Stockport ) 
Williams, Josph Powell-  (Birni. 
WUson,  John  (Falkirk) 
Wortley,  Rt.  Hn.  C.  B.  Stuart- 
Wylie,  Alexander 
Wyndliam,  George 
Wyndham-Quin,  Major  W.  H. 
Young,  Commander  (Berks,  E. 
Tellers   for   the   Ayk>^— 

Sir   William  Walrond   antl 

Mr.  Anstruther, 


Pickersgill,  Edward  Hare 

Pine,  Duncan  V. 

Provand,  Andrew  Drjburgh 

j  Rickett,  J.  Compton " 
Roberts,  John  Bryn  (Eifion) 
Samuel,  J.  (Stockton  on  Tees) 
Schwann,  Charles  E. 
Shaw,  Charles  Edw.  (Stafford) 

I  Shaw,  Thonuis  (Hawick  B.) 
Souttar,  Robinson 
Spicer,  Albert 

Stea<.lman,  William  Charles 
Stuart,  James  (Shoreditch) 
Sullivan,  Donal  (Westmeatlu 
Thomas, Alfred  (( ilamorgan,E. 
Thomas,  DaviilAlfred(Merthyr 
Whittaker,  Thomas  Palmer 
Williams,  John  Car\'ell  (Notts. 
Wilson,  Frederick  W.  ( Norfol  k ) 
Woods,  Sanmel. 

Tellers  for  the  Noes — 
Sir  Charies  Dilke  and  Mr. 
John  Burn«. 


Mr.  STUART  proposed  an  Amendment  He  pointed  out  that  he  proposed 
limiting  the  power  of  the  boroughs  in  by  the  Amendment  to  limit  the 
promoting  Bills  to  those  power     of    promoting     Bills     to    those 

"  For  making  improvements  wholly  within  |  ^^'^ich  had  been  agreerl  upon  at  the 
their  districts  and  not  intended  to  be  paid  for  |  conference  which  took  place  three  years 
wholly  01  in  part  out  of  county  funds."  ago.       In    the     Bill     there     were    some 
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powers  which  were  proposed  to  be  trans- 
ferred ^viiich  were  not  discussed  at  the 
conference.  It  was  proposed  at  the 
conference  that  the  borough  councils 
should  have  concurrent  powers  with  the 
County  Council  for  promoting  Bills  for 
effecting  improvements  ;  but  the  Improve- 
ment Committee  proposed  that  it  should 
be  limited  to  improvements  within  the 
districts  of  the  local  bodies.  He  thought 
that  was  a  useful  restriction,  and  it  was 
upon  that  ground  that  he  moved  the 
Amendment,  which  was  practically  what 
was  proposed  at  the  conference. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  5,  line  31,  after  the  word  'promo- 
ting,' to  insert  the  words  '  Bills  in  Parliament 
for  the  purpose  of  making  improvements 
whoUv  within  their  own  districts,  and  not 
intended  to  be  paid  for  either  wholly  or  in 
part  out  of  county  funds/  "— f ^r.  J.  Stuart.) 

Question  proposed — 

"  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

Sir  R.  B.  FINLAY  said  there  were 
ample  provisions  to  be  found  in  the 
Borough  Funds  Act  for  restricting  these 
powers  within  due  limits.  Of  course 
borough  councils  would  make  improve- 
ments relating  to  their  own  districts.  If 
one  borough  had  any  special  interest  in  any 
Bill,  it  would  fall  within  such  a  Bill  as 
the  Local  Government  Board  or  borough 
might  promote.  He  therefore  thought 
the  Amendment  was  unnecessary,  and 
hoped  it  would  not  be  pressed. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  thought  that  some 
concession  would  have  been  made  with 
regard  to  this  matter.  Bills  of  every 
kind  for  ever}'^  conceivable  object  could 
be  promoted  under  the  Borough  Funds 
Act. 

Sir  R.  B.  FINLAY:  A  resolution 
must  be  passed  in  the  special  form  pre- 
scribed. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  thought  that  it 
would  always  be  possible  to  get  enough 
people  to  justify  the  promotion  of  any 


;  Bill.     In  his  opinion,  it  was  undesirable 
'  that  these  borough  councils  should  have 
.  any   such   powers   at   all.      If   they   ha«i 
'  these  powers,  there  appeared  to  hiin  no 
reason     why    Clerkenwell    should     not 
promote  a  Bill  to  appropriate  a  part  of 
Smithfield  Market  for  its  own  use.     Thai 
would  immediatel}^  bring  them  into  cc»n 
flict  with  the  Corporation,  and  he  desired 
to  see   no  conflicts.      Such  subjects   a? 
water,  gas,  markets,  tramways,  subways, 
docks,  and  matters  of  a  like  kind  should 
be  dealt  with  by  a  central  authority  and 
not  a  local  body.       Under  no   circum- 
stances whatever  ought  the  borough  coun- 
cils to  be  allowed  to  promote  Buls  with 
regard  to  subjects  affecting  the    metro- 
polis as  a  whole.     He  should,  for  instance, 
very    much    object    to    Bethnal    Green 
getting  up  an  agitation  for  the  purpo>p 
of    acquiring     and    doing    away     with 
Columbia   Market.       That  would   be    j 
matter  upon  which  all  the  ratepayers  should 
be  consulted.     The  Amendment  made  the 
clause  sensible  and  workable  in  confining 
the  ambitions  of  the  local  authorities  to 
their  proper  areas  and  proper  needs,  and 
he  hoped  that  the  hon.  Grentleman  would 
press  it  to  a  Division. 

Mr.  COHEN  (Islington,  E)  welcomed 
this  new-born  solicitude  for  the  pockets 
of  the  London  ratepayers  on  the  part  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Battersea.  He 
did  not  think  that  the  example  of  the 
London  County  Council  was  the  one  to 
follow  in  these  matters.  For  the  last  ten 
years  that  body  had  spent,  not  hundreds, 
but  thousands  a  year  in  promoting  Bills 
which  never  passed  and  in  opposing  Bills 
which  always  did  pass.  He  was  sorry 
that  the  London  County  Council  had  l>een 
held  up  as  a  pattern,  because  a  more 
wanton  and  wicked  waste  of  money  coidd 
not  be  imagined.  He  thought  that  these 
powers  might  's  ery  properly  be  confided 
to  the  borough  councils. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided : — Ayes,  67  ; 
Noes,  148.     (Division  List,  No.  127.) 


Abraham,  William  (Cork.N.E. 
Abraham.  William  (Rhondda) 
Allan,  William  (Gateshead) 
Allen, \Vm.  ( Newc.  under  Lyme 
Atherley-Jones,  L. 
Austin,  Sir  John  (Yorkshire) 

Mr.  Stuart. 


AYES. 

Baker,  Sir  John 

Bayley,  Thomas  (Derbyshire) 

Bilison,  Alfred 

Caldwell,  James 

Causton,  Richard  Knight 

Clark,  Dr.  G.  B.  (Caithness-sh. 


Clongh,  Walter  Owen 

Da  vies,  M.  Vaughan  (Cardigan 

Dilke,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Charle> 

I)()ii«'lan,  Captain  A. 

I)»K»gjin.  P.  C. 

Dunn,  Sir  William 
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Fitzmanrice,  Lord  Edmond 
Foster,  Sir  Walter  (Derby  Co. 
Goddanl,  Daniel  Ford 
Gurdon,Sir  William  Brampton 
Haldane,  Richard  Burdon 
Hazell,  Walter 
Hemphill,  Rt.  Hon.  C.  H. 
Hogan,  JameH  Francis 
Homiman,  Frederick  John 
Hutton,  Alfretl  E.  (Morley) 
Joicey,  Sir  JameB 
Jones,  William  (Carnarvonshre 
Kitson,  Sir  James 
Leng,  Sir  John 
Macaleese,  Daniel 
M*Ghee,  Richard 
Montagu,  Sir  S.(Whitechapel) 
Morton,  £.  J.  C.  (Devonport) 


{9  May  1899} 

Moss,  Samuel 
Moulton,  John  Fletcher 
Norton,  Capt.  Cecil  William 
Nussey,  Thomas  Willans 
O'Connor,  Arthur  (Donegal) 
O'Connor,  James  (Wicklow,W. 
O'Connor,  T.  P.  (Liverpool) 
Oldroyd,  Mark 
Pearson,  Sir  Weetman  D. 
Philipps,  John  Wynford 
Pickersgill,  Edward  Hare 
Power,  Patrick  Joseph 
Provand,  Andrew  Dryburgh 
Rickett,  J.  Compton 
Roberts,  John  Bryn  (Eifion) 
Sanmel,  J.  (Stockton  on  Tees) 
Schwann,  Charles  E. 
Scott,  C.  Prestwich  (Leigh) 
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Shaw,  Charles  Edw.  (Stafford) 
Shaw,  Thomas  (Hawick  B.) 
Soames,  Arthur  Wellesley 
Souttar,  Robinson 
Steadman,  William  Charles 
Sullivan,  Donal  (Westmeath) 
Thomas,Alfred  (Glamorgan,E. 
Thomas,DayidAlfred(  Merthyr 
Whittaker,  Thomas  Palmer 
Williams,  John  Csurvell  (Notts) 
Wil8on,FrederickW.(Norfolk. 
Wilson,  John  (Falkirk) 
Wilson,  J.  H.  (Middlesbrough) 

Tellers  for  the  Ayes — 
Mr.  James  Stuart  and  Mr. 
John  Bums. 


NOES. 


AUhusen,  Augustus  Henry  E. 
Archdale,  Edward  Mervyn 
Arrol,  Sir  William 
Atkinson,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Bailey,  James  (Walworth) 
Bail  he,  James  E.  B.  (Inverness 
Baldwin,  Alfred 
Balfour,Rt.  Hon.  A.  J.(Manch'r 
Balfour,RtHnGerald  W(Leeds 
Banbury,  Frederick  George 
Barnes,  Frederick  Gorell 
Barton,  Dunbar  Plunket 
Beckett,  Ernest  William 
Bethel  1,  Commander 
BigAvood,  James 
Bond,  Edward 
Bousfield,  William  Robert 
Bowles,  Capt.  H.  F. (Middlesex 
Bowles,  T.  uibson  ( Lynn  Regis) 
Burdett-Coutts,  W. 
Cayzer,  Sir  Charles  William 
Chaloner,  Captain  R.  G.  W. 
Chaplin,  Rt.  Hon.  Henry 
Charrington,  Spencer 
Clare,  Octavius  Leigh 
Clarke,  Sir  E<lwanl  (Plymouth 
Cochrane,  Hon.  Thos.  H.A.E. 
Coghill,  Douglas  Harry 
Cohen,  Benjamin  Louis 
CoUings,  Rt.  Hon.  Jesse 
Colston,  Cha^s.  E.  H.  Athole 
Cook,  Freil.  Lucas  (Lambeth) 
Cooke.  C.  W.  Ra<lcliffe(Heref  d) 
Corbett,  A.  Cameron  (Glasgow 
Cox,  Irwin  Edward  B.  (Harrow 
Cross,  Herb.  Shepherd  (Bolton) 
Cruddas,  William  Donaldson 
Cubitt,  Hon.  Henry 
Curran,  Thomas  (^igo,  S.) 
Curzon,  Vb*count 
Dalbiac,  Colonel  Philip  Hugh 
Dalrymple,  Sir  Charles 
Denny,  Colonel 
Dickson- Poynder,  Sir  John  P. 
Donkin,  Rirhanl  Sim 
Doughty,  Georije 
Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Doxford,  William  Theodore 
Duncoinbc,  Hon.  Huliert  V. 
Dyke,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  W.  Hart 
Fardell,  Sir  T.  George 


Fellowes,  Hon.  Ailwyn  Edw. 
Finlay,  Sir  Robert  liannatyne 
Fisher,  William  Hayes 
Flannery,  Sir  Fortescue 
Flower,  Ernest 
Folkestone,  Viscount 
Forster,  Henry  William 
Galloway,  William  Johnson 
Garfit,  William 
Gibbs,  Hn.  A.  G.  (City  of  Londn 
Gibbrt,  Hn.  Vicary  (St.  Albans 
Giles,  Charles  Tyrell 
Godson,  Sir  Augustus  Fredk 
Gordon,  Hon.  John  Edward 
Gorst,  Rt.  Hn.  Sir  Jn  Eldon 
Goulding,  Edward  Alfred 
Greene,  Henry  D.  (Shrews) 
Greene,  W.  Raymond-(Cambs) 
Gull,  Sir  Cameron 
Hamilton,  Rt.  Hn.  Ld  George 
Hanson,  Sir  Reginald 
Haslett,  Sir  James  Homer 
Heaton,  John  Henniker 
H  elder,  Augustus 
Hoare,  Edw.  Brodie  (Hainptd 
Holland,  Hn.  Lionel  R.  (Bow) 
Houston,  R.  P. 
Hubbeurd,  Hon.  Evelyn 
Hughes,  Colonel  Edwin 
Hutchinson,  Capt  G.  W.  Grice- 
Jeffreys,  Arthur  Frederick 
Johnston,  William  (Belfast) 
Kenyon,  James 
Keswick,  William 
Kimber,  Henry 
Knowles,  Lees 

Loder,  Gerald  Walter  Erskine 
Long,  Rt.  Hn.  Walter  (L'pool) 
Lopes,  Henry  Yarde  Buller 
Lowe,  Francis  William 
Lowles,  John 
Loyd,  Archie  Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell,  William 
Maalona,  John  Cumming 
Maclver,  David  (Liverpool) 
Maclure,  Sir  John  William 
M'lver,  Sir  L.  (Edinburgh,  W) 
M'Killop,  James 
^lalcolm,  Ian 

Middlemore,  J.  Throgmorton 
Milward,  Colonel  Victor 


Monckton,  Edward  Philip 
Moon,  Edward  Robert  Pacy 
Moore,  William  (Antrim,  N) 
Morton,  A.  H.  A.  (Deptfora) 
Murray, RtHn  AGraham(Bate 
Myers,  William  Henry 
Parkes,  Ebenezer 
Pease,  H.  Pike  (Darlington) 
Phillpotts,  Captain  Arthur 
Pierpoint,  Robert 
Pilkmgton,  Richard 
Piatt- Uiggins,  Frederick 
Rasch,  M^or  Frederick  Came 
Richards,  Henry  Charles 
Richardson,  Sir  T.  (Hartlepool 
Ritchie,  Rt.  Hn.  Ch.  Thomson 
Robertson,  Herbert  (Hackney) 
Robinson,  Brooke 
Round,  Jam&s 
Russell,  T.  W.  (Tyrone) 
Samuel,  H.  S.  (Limehouse) 
Scoble,  Sir  Andrew  Richani 
Sharpe,  William  Edward  T. 
Sidebotham,  J.  W.  (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom,  William  (Derbysn 
Smith,  Hn.  W.  F.  D.  (Strand) 
Stanley,  Lord  (Lancashire) 
Stewart,  Sir  M  J.  M»Tag^ut 
Stock,  James  Henry 
Stone,  Sir  Benjamin 
Strauss,  Arthur 
Sturt,  Hon.  Humphry  Napier 
Tomlinson,  Wm.  Edw.  Murray 
Tritton,  Charles  Ernest 
Wanklyn,  James  Leslie 
Warr,  Augustus  Frederick 
Webster,  R.G.(St.  Pancras) 
Welwter,  Sir  R.E.  (Isle  of  W) 
Wentworth,  Bruce  C.  Vemon- 
Whiteley,  George  (Stockport) 
Williams,  Jos.  rowell-(Birm) 
Wortley,  Rt.  Hn.  C.B.  Stuart- 
Wylie,  Alexander 
Wyn«iham,  George 
Wyndham-Quin,  Major  W.  H. 
Young,  Commander  (Berks,  E 

Tellers  for  the  Noes — 
Sir  William  Walrond  and 
Mr.  Anstruther. 
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Mr.  STUART  moved  to  add  at  end  of 
Clause  7 — 

"Provided  that  nothing  in  this  section 
shall  enable  a  borough  council  to  promote  a 
Bill  relating  to  water,  gas,  tramways,  markets, 
subways,  docks,  or  any  other  mattiar  affecting 
the  general  interests  oif  the  metropolis." 

His  object  in  moving  the  Amendment 
was  that  there  might  not  be  cross  pur- 
poses in  promoting  JBills  in  the  House. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  5,  line  38,  at  the  end  of  the  clause, 
to  add  the  words  '  But  in  this  section  shall 
enable  a  borough  council  to  promote  a  Bill 
relating  to  water,  gas,  tramways,  markets, 
subways,  docks,  or  any  other  matter  affecting 
the  general  interests  of  the  metropolis.'" — 
(Mr,  J,  Stuart,) 

Question  proposed — 

"  That  those  words  be  there  added." 

Mr.  a.   J.  BALFOUR :  The   Amend- 

« 

ment  cannot  be  accepted. 


Mr,  JOHN  BURNS  asked  whether 
the  right  honourable  Gentleman  really- 
thought  the  local  authorities  ought  to 
have  the  power  to  promote  Bills  for  the 
specific  purposes  mentioned  in  the  Amend- 
ment ?  If  so,  Battersea,  for  instance, 
might  bring  in  a  Bill  to  promote  a  little 
tramway  of  its  own,  or*  to  start  a  local 
market. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  think  it  is 
extremely  improbable  that  any  of  the 
local  authorities  will  acquire  these  powers. 
I  should  be  greatly  surprised  if  they 
asked  for  them.  But  if  they  do  acquire 
the  powers  and  exercise  them  improperly, 
the  Committee  may  depend  iipon  it  that 
the  House  will  very  rapidly. quash  them. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — ^Ayes,  70  ; 
Noes,  157.     (Division  List,  No.  128.) 


Abraham,  WUliam  (Cork,  N.E 
Abraham,  William  (Khondda) 
Allen,  WU^liam  (Gateshead) 
Allen,Wm.  (Newc.  under  Lyme) 
Austin,  Sir  John  (Yorkshire) 
Baker,  Sir  John 
Barlow,  John  Emmott 
Bayley,  Thomas  (Derbyshire) 
Bikon,  Alfred 
Bums,  John 
Burt,  Thomas 
Caldwell,  James 
Oauston,  Richard  Knisht 
Channing,  Francis  Alston 
Clark,  Dr.  G.  B.  (Caithness-sh 
Clough,  Walter  Owen 
Colvule,  John 

Davies,  M.Vaughan-( Cardigan 
Dilke,  Rt.  Hn.  Sir  Charles 
Dillon,  John 
Donelan,  Captain  A. 
Doogan,  P.  C. 
Dunn,  Sir  William 
Fitzmaurice.  Lord  Edmond 
Foster,  Sir  Walter  (Derby  Co) 


AYES. 

Goddard,  Daniel  Foni 
Gurdon,  Sir  Wm.  Brampton 
Haldane,  Richard  Burdon 
Hazell,  Walter 
Hemphill,  Rt.  Hn.  Charles  H. 
Hogan,  James  Francis 
Horniman,  P>ederick  John 
Button,  Alfred  E.  (Morley) 
Joicey,  Sir  James 
Jones,  William  (Camarvonsh 
Kit-»on,  Sir  James 
Leese,  Sir  J.  F.  (Accrington) 
Len^,  Sir  John 
Lewis,  John  Herbert 
MacAleese,  Daniel 
M'Ghee,  Richard 
M*Kenna,  Reginald 
Montagu,  Sir  S.  (WTiitechapel 
Morton,  Edw.  J.  C.(Devonport 
Moss,  Samuel 
Moulton,  John  Fletcher 
Norton,  Capt.  Cecil  William 
Nussey,  Thomas  Willans 
O'Connor,  Arthur  (Donegal) 
O'Connor,  T.  P.  (Liverpool) 


Oldroyd,  Mark 
Pearson,  Sir  Weetman  D. 
Pliilipps,  Jolm  Wynford 
Pickers^ill,  lulwaVd  Hare 
Power,  I'atrick  .Jo  ^eph 
Provand,  Andrew  Dryburgh 
Rickett,  J.  Conipton 
Roberts,  Johii  l^rj'n  (Eifion) 
Samuel,  J.  (Stockton  on  Tees) 
Scott,  Cha.s.  Prestwich  (Leigh) 
Shaw,  Charles  E<lw.  (Stafford) 
Shaw,  Thoimus  (Hawick  B.) 
Soames,  Arthur  Wellesley 
Souttar,  Robinson 
Sullivan,  Donal  (WeHmeath) 
Thomas, Alfred  ((ilaniorgan,E. 
Thomas,  David  Alfred(  Merthyr 
Whittaker,  Thomas  Palmer 
Williams,  John  Carvell  (Notts. 
Wil8on,Frederick  W.(Norfolk) 

Tellers  for  the  Ayes — 
Mr.  James  Stuart  and  Mr. 
Steadnmn. 


AUhusen,  Augustus  H.  Eden 
Archdale,  Edwartl  Men'yn 
Arrol,  Sir  William 
Atkinson,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Bailey,  James  (Walworth) 
Baillie,  James  E.  B.  (Inverness 
Baldwin,  Alfred 
Balfour,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  J.(Manch'r 
Balfour,RtHnGeraldW  (Leeds 
Banbury,  Fredericic  George 
Barnes,  Frederick  Gorell 
Barton,  Dunbar  Plunket 
Beach,Rt.Hn.SirM.  H.(Bristol 
Beckett,  Ernest  William 


NOES. 

Bethell,  Commander 
Bigwood,  James 
Bond,  Edward 
Bonsor,  Henry  Cosmo  Orme 
Boustield,  William  Robert 
Bowles,  Capt.  H.F.  (Middlesex 
Bowles,T. Gibson  (Lynn  Regis) 
Burdett-Coutts,  W. 
Butcher,  John  Georse 
Cayzer,  Sir  Charles  William 
Chaloner,  Cantain  R.  G.  W. 
Chaplin,  Rt.  Hon.  Henry 
Charrington,  Spencer 
Clare,  Octavius  Leigh 


Clarke,  Sir  Edwanl  (Plymouth 
Cochrane,  Hon.  Thos.  H.A.E. 
Cophill,  Dougla«^,  Harrj' 
Cohen,  Benjamin  Louis 
CollingH,  Rt.  Hon.  Jesse 
Colston,  Chas.  Edw.  H.  Athole 
Cook,  Fred.  Lucas  (Lambeth) 
Cooke,  C.  W.Raticliffe  (Heref  d 
Corbett,  A.  Cameron  ((Uasgow 
Cox,  Irwin  Edward  B.(  Harrow 
Cross,  Herb.  Shepherd  (Bolton) 
Cruddas,  William  Donaldson 
Cubitt,  Hon.  Henry 
Curran,  Thomas  (Sligo,  S.) 
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Corson,  VUeoont 
Dalbiac,  Colonel  PhOip  Hugh 
Dalrymple,  Sir  Charles 
Denny,  Uolonel 
Dickson- Poynder,  Sir  John  P. 
Donkin,  Kichai-d  Sim 
Doughty,  (teor^e 
DoaslaH,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Doxford,  William  Theodore 
Dnncombe,  Hon.  Hubert  V. 
Dyke/Kt.  Hn.  Sir  WUliam  Hart 
Fardell,  Sir  T.  George 
Fellowes,  Hn.  Ailwvn  Edward 
Finlay,  Sir  Robert  bannatyne 
Fisher,  William  Hayes 
Flannery,  Sir  Fortescue 
Flower,  Ernest 
Folkestone,  Viscount 
FoTster,  Henry  William 
Galloway,  William  Johnson 
Garfit,  WiUiam 
Gibbons,  J.  Lloyd 
Gibb8,Hn.  A.G.  H  (CityofLond. 
Gibbs,  Hn.  Vicary  (St.  Albans 
Giles,  Charles  Tyrrell 
Godson,SirAugustusFrederick 
Gordon,  Hon.  John  Edward 
Gorst,  Rt.  Hn.  Sir  John  Eldon 
Goolding,  Edward  Alfred 
Greene,  Henry  D.  (Shrewsbury 
Greene,  W.  Raymond-  (Cambs. 
Gretton,  John 
GnU,  Sir  Cameron 
Hamilton,Rt.  Hn. .  LordGreorge 
Hanson,  Sir  Reginald 
Haalett,  Sir  James  Homer 
Heaton,  John  Henniker 
Holder,  Augustus 
Hoare,Ed.  Brodie(Hampetead 
Hoare,  Samuel  (Norwicn) 


{9  May  1899} 

Holland,  Hon.  Lionel  R.  (Bow 
Houston,  R.  P. 
Hubbard,  Hon.  Evelyp 
Hughes,  Colonel  Edwin 
Hutchinson,  Capt.  G.  W.  Grice- 
Jeffreys,  Arthur  Frederick 
Johnston,  William  (Belfast) 
Kenyon,  James 
Keswick,  William 
Kimber,  Henry 
Knowles,  Lees 

Lawrence,  Wm.  F.  (Liverpool) 
Loder,  Gerald  Walter  Ersxine 
Long,  Rt.  Hn.  Walter  (Kpool) 
Lopes,  Henry  Yarde  BuUer 
Lowe,  Frahcis  William 
Lowles,  John 
Lloyd,  Archie  Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell,  William 
Macdona,  John  Cumming 
Maclver,  David  (Liverpool) 
Maclure,  Sir  John  William 
M*  I  ver  SirLe  wis(£dinbuigh,  W 
M'Killop,  James 
Malcolm,  Ian 
Maple,  Sir  John  Blondell 
Miadlemore,JohnThrogmort'n 
Milward,  Colonel  Victor 
Monckton,  Edward  Philip 
Moon,  Edward  Robert  PacT 
Moore,  William  (Antrim,  N.) 
Morton,  Arthur  H.  A.  (Deptf ord 
Murray.RtHnA  Graham(Bute 
Myers,  William  Henry 
Parkes,  Ebenezer 
PeaseHerbertPikeC  Darlington 
Phillpotts,  Captain  Arthur 
Pierpoint,  Robert 
Pilkmgton,  Richard 
Piatt- Biggins,  Frederick 
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RsAch,  Major  Frederic  Came 
Richards,  Henry  Charles 
Kichardwn,  Sir  T.  (Hartlepool 
Ritchie,  Rt.  Hn.Chas.  Thomson 
Ro])erUson,  Herbert  (Hackney 
Rol)inHon,  Brooke 
Round,  James 
Russell,  T.  W.  (Tyrone) 
Samuel,  Harry  S.  (Limehouse 
Sooble,  Sir  Andrew  Richard 
Sharpe,  William  Edward  T. 
Sidebotham,  J.  W.  (Cheshire) 
Si(lebottom,William(Derby8*e 
Smith,  Hon.  W.  F.  D.  (Strand) 
Stanley,  Lord  (Lanes.) 
Stewai  t,  SirMark  J.  M'Taggart 
Stock,  James  Henry 
Stone,  Sir  Benjamin 
StrauHs,  Arthur 
Sturt,  Hon.  Huinphry  Napier 
Tomlin«on,Wm.  Edw.  Murray 
Tritton,  Charles  Ernest 
Wanklyn,  James  Leslie 
Warr,  Augustus  Frederick 
Webster,  R.  G.  (St.  Pancras) 
Webster.SirR.  E.  (Isleof  Wight) 
Wentworth,  Bruce  C.  Vemon- 
Whiteley,  George  (Stockport) 
'WilliamH.Joseph  Powell-(Birm 
Wilson,  John  (Falkirk) 
Wortley,  Rt.  Hon.  C.  B.  Stuart- 
Wylie,  Alexander 
Wyndham,  Georee 
Wyndham-Quin.Major  W.  H. 
Young,  Commander  (Berks  ,E. ) 

Tellers  for  the  Nobs— 
Sir  William  Walrond  and 
Mr.  Anstruther. 


Clause  as  amended  agreed  to. 

Clause  8 : — 

Mr.  STUART  proposed— 


"To   leave 
*  amount*  to 


out  on   page  6,   line  2,  from 
end  of  clauBe,  and  insert  'as 

flhall  be  proportionate  to  the  population  in 

the  district'  ^ 


Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  honestly  con- 
fess I  am  unable  to  understand  this 
Amendment,  but  I  feel  sure  that  the 
honourable  Grentleman  will  acree  with  me 
that  the  amount  of  the  contribution  of  the 
County  Council  should  be  proportionate 
to  the  work  done  by  the  borough  councils, 
and  in  no  sense  proportionate  either  to 
acreage  or  to  population. 

Mr.  HALDANE  (Haddington)  said 
there  was  no  doubt  a  good  deal  to  be 
urged  from  a  technical  point  of  view 
against  the  Amendment,  but  whose  fault 
was  it  that  it  had  been  moved  in  its  present 
form  ?  The  principle  of  the  clause  was  to 
leave  it  in  tho  hands  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  to  apportion  the  amount  of  the 


contribution.  They  were  not  told,  how- 
ever, to  go  on  any  particular  plan,  and  no 
indication  was  given  them  that  they  were 
to  observe  the  principle  of  the  equahsation 
of  rates.  That  principle  the  First  Lord 
accepted,  and  said  he  desired  to  keep  in- 
tact ;  and  surely  this  was  a  matter  in 
which  he  should  see  that  it  was  put  into 
operation.  If  the  Gk)vernment  would,  at 
a  later  stage,  consent  to  the  introduction 
of  this  principle,  he  did  not  think  his 
honourable  friend  would  desire  to  press 
his  Amendment. 

Mr.  L.  R.  HOLLAND  (Tower  Ham- 
lets, Bow,  &c.)  strongly  protested  against 
the  allocation  of  the  money  on  the  basis 
of  population.  The  Amendment  practi- 
cally proposed  that  the  cost  of  the  upkeep 
of  the  Embankment  should  fall  upon  the 
inhabitants  of  Westminster ;  when  really 
it  should  be  borne  by  London  generally. 
Instead  of  the  Amendment  benefiting  the 
poorer  districts,  it  would  fall  on  them  in 
the  hardest  possible  way.  That  would 
be  notably  the  case  in  regard  to  the  main- 
tenance  of   the  main  ro^ds,  the  cost  of 
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which,  instead  of  being  distributed,  as 
now,  over  the  whole  of  London,  would 
fall  mainly  on  the  poorer  districts. 

Amendment  put,  and  negatived. 

Mr.  L.  K.  HOLLAND  said  the  next 
Amendment  which  stood  in  his  name 
raised  a  very  important  question.  As  the 
hon.  Member  for  Hoxton  had  pointed 
out,  no  direction  was  given  to  the 
Local  Government  Board  as  to  the  basis 
upon  which  they  were  to  proceed  in  dis- 
tributing ther  money.  Were  they  to  take 
the  present  net  cost  of  the  services  to  the 
London  County  Council  as  the  basis,  or 
were  they  to  proceed  upon  the  probable 
future  cost  to  the  borough  councils,  after 
the  transference  had  been  effected?  It 
seemed  to  him  that  the  only  absolutely 
fair  way  would  be  for  the  whole  cost  of 
the  central  service  to  be  charged  against 
the  county  rate,  and  then  it  could  be  left 
to  the  Local  Gk)vernment  Board  to  settle, 
as  nearly  as  possible,  what  would  be  the 
probable  cost  to  the  new  councils  when 
they  had  taken  over  the  duties.  Any 
mistake  that  might  be  made  could  easily 
be  rectified  by  having  a  revision  every 
three  orfour  years.  The  present  net  cost 
of  these  services  was  between  £18,000  and 
£20,000,  but  it  was  impossible  to  predict 
exactly  what  would  be  the  increased  cost 
to  the  borough  councils  when  they  took 
over  the  admmistration.  It  was  perfectly 
manifest  that  there  would  be  an  increase. 
Experience  had  shown  what  was  likely  to 
be  the  result  in  other  matters,  for,  in 
regard  to  the  Shop  Hours  Bill,  while  the 
City  spent  upon  it  £121  per  year,  the 
London  County  Council  expended  £352. 
If  the  new  borough  councils  were  going 
to  expend  at  the  same  rate  as  the  City, 
the  result  of  the  transference  would  be 
that  each  one  would  be  spending  £100 
per  year,  but  would  only  be  receiving,  as 
their  share  from  the  County  Council, 
about  £10  per  year.  It  was  clear  there 
would  be  great  injustice  to  the  borough 
councils  if  they  found,  as  he  feared  they 
would  do,  that  many  of  the  powers  which 
were  transferred  to  them  would  be  a  con- 
siderable burden  to  them,  and  largely 
increase  their  necessary  expenditure. 

Amendment  proposed — 

*\  In  ClauBe  8,  page  6,  line  2,  after  '  annual ' 
to  insert  *  calcidat^  upon  the  probable  cost 
to  the  borough  council  of  administering  any 

Swer  or  duty  so  transferred.'  '*^{Mr.  i.  H. 
Uland.) 

Mr,  L,  R,  Holland. 


Lord  E.  FITZMAURICE  (Wilts, 
Cricklade^  thought  that  these  words  were 
not  strictly  necessary.  The  points  raised 
by  his  honourable  friend  were  precisely  the 
ones  which  the  Local  Grovernment  Board 
would  go  into.  Under  the  second  sub- 
section of  Clause  2  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Act,  1888,  urban  councils  very  often 
had  to  make  some  kind  of  agreement 
with  county  councils  for  the  repair  of 
main  roads  in  their  districts,  and  if  any 
difference  of  opinion  arose  between  them 
the  Local  Government  Board  came  in  as 
arbitrator. 

Mr.  R.  G.  WEBSTER  said  he  could 
not  agree  with  his  hon.  friend  who 
moved  the  Amendment.  As  had  been 
pointed  out,  the  work  now  being  done  by 
the  County  Council  would  probably  be 
more  expensively  done  by  the  new 
borough  councils.  Of  course,  he  hoped 
that  that  would  not  be  the  case,  but  he 
thought  it  would  be  better,  in  the  inte- 
rests of  economy,  that  they  should  come 
to  an  understanding  in  the  matter,  and 
take  the  last  three  years  of  the  expendi- 
ture of  the  London  County  Council  as 
the  basis  on  which  to  apportion  the  con- 
tribution. He  believed  the  new  boroughs 
would  not  spend  more  than  they  could 
help,  as  it  would  be  to  their  advantage, 
under  such  an  arrangement,  to  carry  out 
the  duties  as  cheaply  as  possible.  He 
begged  to  move  an  Amenoment  accord- 
ingly. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment — 

"  Line  1,  leave  out  from '  the  *  to  '  council '  in 
line  2,  and  insert  "average  cost  during  the  last 
three  years  to  the  London  County  Council.' " — 
{Mr,  R.  G.  Webster.) 

Question  proposed — 

"  That  those  words  be  there  inserted  in  the 
proposed  Amendment." 

Mr.  H.  S.  SAMUEL  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Limehouse)  said  he  had  an  Amendment 
down  on  the  Paper  in  almost  exactly  the 
same  terms.  It  seemed  to  him  that  the 
new  corporations  would  desire  not  to  feel, 
in  any  way,  at  the  mercy  of  the  London 
County  Council.  If  powers  were  trans- 
ferred to  them,  the  expense  of  which  had 
been  defrayed  by  the  London  County 
Council  in  the  past,  there  should  be  no 
doubt  whatever  that  the  new  corporations 
would  lose  nothing  by  the  transference. 
He  therefore  supported  the  Amendment 
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to  the  Amendment,  which  certainly  gave  ^  the  transfer  of  these  powers  will  be  more 
them  something  definite  to  go  upon.  The  costly  to  the  poorer  districts.  We  have 
question  of  main  roads  was  one  of  great  before  us  two  plans  for  giving  directions 
importance  to  the  East  End  of  London,  i  to  the  Local  Government  Board,  both 
in  which  were  situated  six  out  of  the  ;  supported  nominally  in  the  interests  of 
eleven  miles  under  the  control  of  the  the  poorer  districts.  These  plans  are 
London  County  Council.  Very  recently  an  absolutely  contradictory,  because  while  the 
attempt  was  made  by  the  London  County  honourable  Member  for  Bow  and  Bromley 
,  Council  to  transfer  from  themselves  to  the  says  it  is  not  what  the  cost  has  been  in 
vestries  the  duty  of  maintaining  these  ,  the  past,  but  what  the  cost  is  estimated 
roads,  and  it  caused  a  good  deal  of  trepi- !  to  be  in  the  future,  my  honourable  friend 
dation  amongst  the  members  of  vestries,  |  the  Meml)er  for  Limehouse  says  we  are 
many  of  whom  petitioned  Parliament  to  ,  not  to  take  into  account  what  the  new 
prevent  the  transfer.  They  had  only  to  |  duties  are  to  cost  in  the  future,  but  what 
substitute  the  corporations  for  the  vestries,  i  they  have  cost  on  the  average  in  past 
and  the  same  feeling  would  arise  again.  |  years.  I  would  suggest  that  the  plan  in 
Much  anxiety  would  exist  as  to  the  ;  the  Bill  is  the  plan  which  really  best 
amount  of  money  that  would  be  forth-  j  enables  a  sound  verdict  to  be  come  to 
coming,  and  he  therefore  earnestly  ap- 1  with  regard  to  all  the  facts  of  the  case, 
pealed  to  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  ]  It  appears  to  be  the  opinion  of  Gentlemen 
to  adopt  some  plan  which  would  make  it  opposite  that  this  is  a  novel  responsibility 
clear  tnat  the  new  bodies  would  not  in  which  we  are  throwing  upon  the  Local 
any  way  lose  through  the  transfer.  \  Government  Board,  and  that  the  Local 

Ayr       oArI^xT^?v     T>TTvrrr^xT         j    i.      Government    Board,    without    direction, 
.  ^^^j   SYDNEY     BUXTON     said    he    ^^^ij  ^^  ^^^^^  incapable  of  giving  a  just 
viewed  this  section  with  some  concern,    decision.     But,  as  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
because  there  was  nothmg  m  it  to  indi-    y^^      j^ted  out,   this  clause  is   framed 
cate  the  basis  upon  which  the  contribution  n^h    Section    of   the    Local 

should  be  all(K»ted.      Every  Member  of  ■  (^yernment  Act,  1888. 
the   House,   of  course,   desired    that    it  \ 
should  be  fair  and  just,  and  the  question  I      ^R.  J.    SAMUEL:   That  only  refers 


was,  what  was  the  best  basis.  No  doubt, 
in  the  matter  of  main  roads,  it  would  be 
easy  to  arrive  at  a  specific  sum  which 


to  main  roads. 

Mr.  a.   J.   BALFOUR:    That  is  so. 


would  be  fair  to  all   parties;  but  there  ■  jhere  is  power  to   transfer  main   roads 


were  many  other  matters  in    which  it 


from  one  authority  to  another ;  there  is  a 


would  be  very  difficult   indeed   for  the    provision  that  an  agreement  m'ay  be  come 
Local  Government  Board  to  arrive  at  a   t^  k^*^^^^^^  *i,«  4.,„^  «.,^i,^«u:^«  „„  *^  4.1,^ 


to  between  the  two  authorities  as  to  the 
cost  of  those  main  roads ;  and  there  is  a 
further  provision   that  in   default  of   an 


conclusion,  unless  some  specific  directions 
were  given  to   it.    Could   not  the  right 

honourable  Gentleman  suggest  words  I  ;^;;menrthe^Toc^rGoverTm^^^  Board 
which  would  relieve  them  from  consider-  ghaU  give  a  verdict  on  the  question.  That 
able  anxiety  with  regard  to  relations  jg  ^  strict  and  accurate  parallel  to  the  pro- 
which  might  lead  to  great  friction  ?  ^^  in  this  Bill.      I  venture  to  suggest 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  wonder  why  ^^^^  ^^^  ^^^^^  Government  Board  is  quite 
this  great  increase  of  burdens  is  fearecl.  "  capable  of  taking  into  account  all  the  cir- 
Why  should  there  be  any  additional  cost  ? '  cumstances  of  the  case,  and  it  would  be 

hampered  and  not  assisted  by  any  attempt 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  said  he  should 
like  to  point  out  that,  in  regard  to  some 
of  the  duties  proposed  to  be  transferred, 
there  were  matters  of  inspection  which 
must  involve  a  considerable  increase  of  !  ^^^'  BOUSFIELD  (Hackney,  N.)  said 
local  rates,  and  unless  there  was  a  fair  '  ^^  recollection  was  that  in  the  provision 
contribution  from  the  central  body,  the  I  ^  ^  °^^"  ^^<^«»  ^  ^^^ch  the  First  Lord 
cost  would  fall  heavily  upon  the  poorer  *^  referred,  there  was  no  absolutely 
districts.  fixed  amount,  but  the   sum  was  deter- 

mined from  year  to  year.     It  struck  him 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  am  afraid  >  it  was  not  necessary  that  an  agreement 
that  I  do  not  even  now  understand  why  I  under  this  section  should  finally  fix  the 


to  set  out  in  detail  all  the  considerations 
which  it  is  to  take  into  account  before 
it  comes  to  its  final  decision. 
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amount.  The  agreement  might  be  made 
upon  the  basis  of  determining  the  amount 
in  a  definite  way.  Let  them  take  the 
case  of  the  main  roads.  It  might  be 
arranged  that  the  cost  should  be  calculated 
<ivory  year,  and  that  the  County  Council 
should  pay  seven-eighths  of  the  actual 
outlay.  It  must  be  borne  in  mind  that 
the  amount  varied  from  year  to  year,  and 
in  many  cases  it  was  very  difficult  to  get 
at  the  probable  cost. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  There  is  an 
Amendment  on  the  paper  which  suggests 
variations  of  payment,  and  that  will  be  open 
to  discussion. 

Mr.  BOUSFIELD  said  he  would  like 
to  have  the  opinion  of  the  Solicitor- 
(xeneral  whether,  under  the  clause  as  it 
now  stood,  the  amount  might  be  made, 
not  a  fixed  amount  payable  for  all  time, 
but  a  varial)le  amount  from  year  to  year, 
to  be  determined  in  a  certain  way  by  the 
pirties  to  the  agreement. 

Sir  R.  B.  FINLAY  said  the  Bill  con- 
templated either  a  capital  sum  or  an 
annual  sum  that  should  be  fixed  once 
for  all. 

Mr.  BOUSFIELD :  But  would  it  be 
possible  for  the  local  authority  to  agree 
with  the  County  Council  that  that  body 
should  pay  seven-eighths  in  each  year  of 
the  actual  cost  ? 

Sir  R.  B.  FINLAY :  Yes.  I  think 
they  might  agree  as  to  that. 

Mr.  R.  G.  WEBSTER  asked  leave  to 
withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Amendment  to  the  proposed  Amend- 
ment, by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Amendment  put,  and  nega- 
tived. 

Mr.  HALDANE  moved  to  insert  after 
**  Board,"  in  line  6,  page  6,  Clause  8,  the 
following  words : 

"  Provided  that  in  determining  such  amount 
the  Local  Government  Board  shall,  in  such 
ca»eh  as  it  thinks  appropriate,  have  regard  to 
the  proportion  existing  between  the  popula- 
tion ana  rateable  value  of  such  boroughs.^' 

The  object  of  the  Amendment  was  to 
^t^ive  more  latitude  to  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  while  leaving  them  discre- 
tion with  regard  to  the  provisions  of  the 
^fr.  Bomfidd, 


Equalisation  of  Rates  Act.  He  wished 
the  Committee  to  consider  the  concrete 
instance  of  the  inspection  of  common 
lodging-houses.  In  the  case  of  a  poor 
district  with  a  large  population,  it  was 
obvious  that  in  malang  a  contribution  to 
such  a  borough,  account  should  be  taken 
of  the  proportion  between  population  and 
rateable  value.  Where  the  work  was 
heavier,  the  contribution  should  be  greater. 
He  did  not  propose  to  limit  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  to  any  hard-and-fast  line. 
He  did  not  say  that  the  words  he  moved 
were  the  best,  but  if  the  Government 
a^eed  to  the  principle  which  underlay 
his  amendment,  he  should  be  perfectly 
content  with  an  undertaking  on  their 
part  to  consider  the  matter  oefore  the 
Report  stage. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  principle 
of  the  equalisation  of  rates  is  a  very  ex- 
cellent principle,  but  surely  this  method 
of  attempting  to  apply  it  is  wholly 
irrelevant  and  inexpedient.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  assks  me  to  consider  the 
question  before  Report.  I  am  perfectly 
ready  to  consider  it,  but  I  cannot  hold 
out  any  hope,  unless  some  new  and  sudden 
light— some  great  illumination  either  from 
within  or  without — comes  to  me,  that  I 
can  accept  the  Amendment.  Does  it  bear 
argument  in  the  case  of  main  roads  or  in 
the  case  of  common  lodging-houses  ?  In 
carrying  out  the  duty  of  dealing  with 
common  lodging-houses  in  the  poorer 
districts,  where  such  houses  are  directly 
required,  the  County  Council  would  have 
to  pay  more  than  it  would  in  the  richer 
districts  ;  that  is  an  obvious  point  which 
would  be  considered  by  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board.  It  is  a  point  which  any 
umpire  must  take  into  account,  but  to  lay 
down  a  principle  which  is  very  proper 
if  we  are  dividing  a  lump  sum  between 
different  areas  of  the  Metropolis,  and  to 
attempt  to  apply  it  to  the  carrying  out  of 
different  duties,  is  a  perversion  of  the 
principle  of  the  equalisation  of  rates 
which  does  not  bear  close  examination. 
I  am  quite  willing  to  give  the  pledge  asked 
for  by  the  honourable  Gentleman,  but  I 
am  unable  to  hold  out  any  hope  that  the 
judgment  I  have  formed  on  the  spur  of 
the  moment  will  be  any  different  from 
that  formed  after  consideration. 

Amendment  by  leave  withdrawn. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  moved— 

**  In  Clause  8,  page  6,  line  9.  at  beginning 
to  insert  '  providea  unat  at  any  interval  of  not 
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len  than  three  years  the  London  County 
Connctl  and  the  borough  council  may  revise 
and  alter  the  amount  ot  the  contribution,  or, 
in  default  of  agreement,  the  Local  Government 
Board  may,  on  the  application  of  either  party, 
if  it  think  fit,  revise  and  vary  the  existing 
arrangement.' " 

He  said  it  was  possible  that  a  par- 
ticular decision  might  not  be  just,  and 
that  some  alteration  might  be  necessary. 
All  he  suggested  was  that  there  should 
be  power  on  the  part  of  the  borough 
council  or  the  County  Council  to  re- 
open the  question  of  the  contribution 
if  either  side  conceived  it  not  to  be  fair, 
and  that  under  such  circumstances  they 
should  have  an  opportunity  of  arguing  as 
to  the  future  amount,  and  that  if 
they  were  unable  to  agree  the  Local 
Government  Board  should  arbitrate 
between  them.  It  was  right  and  just 
that  there  should  be  an  opportunity  from 
time  to  time,  if  the  two  parties  desired  it, 
to  revise  the  amount. 

Mr,  a.  J.  BALFOUR;  I  think 
there  is  some  force  in  the  contention  of  the 
honourable  Gentleman,  but  I  look  with 
a  certain  amount  of  suspicion  on  the 
propriety  of  the  suggestion  he  makes, 
in  any  case  three  years  is  altogether  too 
short  a  time.  In  my  opinion  it  should 
at  least  be  quinquennial,  or  even  for  ten 
years,  but  that  is  a  detail  on  which  we 
shall  have  no  difficulty  in  coming  to  a 
proper  decision.  The  danger  to  be 
avoided  is  that  a  borough  council 
might  be  extravagant  in  expenditure 
for  local  purposes,  and  might  then  throw 
the  cost  over  to  another  body.  I  can 
imagine  the  County  Council  carrying  out 
some  function  for  the  last  ten  years  at  a 
cost  of,  say,  £1,000  a  year.  The  matter 
is  then  handed  over  to  the  local  authority, 
and  they  find  they  cannot  do  it  under 
£1,500  a  year.  Then  at  the  end  of  five 
years  the  local  authority  might  say  to  the 
Council,  "You  did  this  for  £1,000;  we 
spend  £1,500.  We  must  ask  you  for  the 
extra  £500."  Then,  perhaps,  emboldened 
by  success;  they  might  ask  for  £2,000  at 
the  end  of  another  five  years.  I  regard 
that  as  a  danger.  We  hand  over  to 
these  local  bodies,  absolutely  without 
control,  the  management  of  this  particular 
function,  whatever  it  may  be,  and  if  we 
divorce  the  cost  from  the  responsibility 
of  carrying  out  the  duty,  very  serious 
danger  may  arise.  I  will  give  the  fuUest 
consideration  I  am  able  to  the  Amend- 
ment, and  if  the  honourable  Member  will 


regard  that  as  meaning  that  I  will  not  un- 
dertake to  favourably  consider  it,  perhaps 
he  will  not  press  his  Amendment. 

Mr.  STUART  said  chat  unless  the 
Amendment  were  considered  the  clause 
would  be  a  damnosa  hereditas  to  the  poorer 
districts.  Take  the  common  lodging- 
houses.  There  was  a  great  deal  to  be 
done  in  respect  to  them.  At  present  the 
County  Council  had  the  responsibility  of 
doing  these  things,  and  pajring  for  them 
out  of  the  common  rates  all  over  London, 
and  if  the  responsibility  were  handed 
over  to  the  local  authorities,  the  new 
system  would  fall  very  heavily  on  the 
poorer  districts.  If  they  followed  a  hard 
and  fast  line,  and  gave  a  certain  sum  to 
such  objects,  the  whole  of  the  extension 
of  the  good  work  he  had  referred  to, 
which  was  really  beneficial  to  all  London, 
would  fall  on  the  poorer  districts. 

Colonel  MILWARD  (Warwick,  Strat- 
ford-on-Avon)  said  that,  under  the  Act 
of  1888,  any  Order  made  when  a  local 
body  was  parting  with  ite  powers  was  for 
perpetuity.  The  County  Council  was 
now  asked  to  part  with  certain  of  its 
powers;  and,  if  they  followed  the  Act 
of  1888,  the  Order  made  by  the  Local 
Government  Board  would  be  for  per- 
petuity. 

Mr.  L.  R.  HOLLAND  said  it  seemed 
to  him  that  they  were  going  to  shackle  the 
local  authority  with  increasing  expendi- 
ture. He  beueved  the  County  Council 
was  now  able  to  conduct  the  inspection 
of  common  lodging-houses  with  four  or 
five  inspectors.  They  were  going  to 
transfer  that  power,  and  there  would 
have  to  be  a  very  much  larger  number 
of  inspectors.  The  instance  of  the  main 
roads  was  not  applicable.  The  exact 
amount  that  had  to  be  spent  on  their  up- 
keep could  be  ascertained,  and  that  amount 
could  be  paid  over  to  the  local  authority  ; 
but,  as  regarded  the  other  matter,  it  was 
merely  tcudng  a  leap  in  the  dark  as  to 
what  the  future  expenditure  was  to  be. 
Take  the  case  of  Poplar.  It  was  absurd 
to  contend  that  the  small  contribution 
now  paid  by  Poplar  to  the  County  Council 
for  the  inspection  of  common  lod^ng- 
houses  would  be  equal  to  the  expenditure 
it  would  have  to  incur  when  it  undertook 
that  duty  for  itself.  It  seemed  to  him 
that  unless  some  concession  were  made  in 
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the  matter  they  would  be  benefiting  the 
richer  districts  at  the  expense  of  the 
poorer  districts. 

Lord  E.  FITZMAURICE  said  the 
argument  used  by  the  honourable  Member 
for  Stratford-  on-Avon  was  one  that  the 
Committee  ought  not  to  accept.  It  was 
perfectly  true  that  in  a  case  which  came 
before  the  Derby  Commission  there  was 
a  fixed  payment  for  ever,  but  that  was  a 
case  where  the  area  of  the  county  had 
been  entirely  altered,  and  where  there 
had  been  a  (Hssolution  of  partnership. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  said  the  honourable 
Member  for  Bow  and  Bromley  was  one  of 
those  Members  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  who  were  strongly  in  favour  of 
dignifying  the  boroughs  by  transferring 
to  them  from  ^the  County  Council  powers 
which,  in  his  opinion,  were  more  cheaply 
and  efficiently  administered  by  the  central 
body.  The  honourable  Member  was,  how- 
ever, now  face  to  face  with  the  fact  that 
these  borough  councils  could  not  exercise 
these  powers  either  as  cheaply  or  as 
efficiently.  Take  the  case  of  lodging- 
houses.  The  County  Council  had  three 
or  four  inspectors  for  the  700  lodging 
houses  of  the  Metropolis.  If  the  duty  of 
inspection  were  transferred  to  Bow  and 
Bromley  from  the  County  Council,  they 
would  want  at  least  one  inspector ,  for 
a  fortieth  part  of  London.  The  honourable 
Member  admitted  that,  but  he  should 
have  considered  it  before  he  voted  to 
transfer  such  powers  from  the  County 
Council.  There  was  one  thing  they 
might  do,  and  that  was  to  extend  the 
principle  of  the  equalisation  of  rates  to 
lodging-houses,  and  also  to  main  roads, 
and  if  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  was 
not  prepared  to  go  so  far,  he  would  be 
confronted  with  the  fact  that  the  local 
authorities  would  have  to  enforce  their 
new  powers  at  treble  the  cost,  or  refuse 
to  face  the  cost,  and  leave  the  lodging- 
houses  to  sink  down  where  they  were 
twenty  or  thirty  years  ago. 

Sir  JOHN  LUBBOCK  (London  Uni- 
versity)  said  that  if  the  Committee 
adopted  the  suggestion  of  the  honourable 
Member  for  Battersea,  and  allowed  certain 
local  bodies  to  spend  the  money  that  came 
from  the  central  authority,  he  was  afraid 
that  they  would  find  that  the  increase  of 
rates  of  which  they  had  complained  in 
the  past  would  be  even  exceeded  in  the 

Mr.  L.  R.  HoUand. 


future.  Those  who  inciuxed  the  expendi- 
ture should  find  the  money  for  the  ex- 
penditure, and  until  they  adopted  some 
principle  of  that  kind  they  would  find 
their  rates  continually  increasing.  He 
ventured  to  submit  to  the  Committee 
that  the  principles  enunciated  by  his 
right  honourable  friend  the  Leader  of 
the  House  were  really  the  right  ones, 
and  that  they  ought  to  leave  the  responsi- 
bility of  finding  the  mbney  to  those  who 
were  going  to  incur  the  expenditure. 

♦Colonel  HUGHES  thought  that,  as 
there  was  a  fresh  valuation  every  five 
years,  it  would  be  better  if  the  revision 
and  alteration  of  the  amount  of  the  con- 
tribution took  place  quinquennially  rather 
than  triennially. 

Mr.  STUART  urged  that  constant  re- 
organisation and  central  supervision  were 
necessary.  By  transferring  powers  at 
present  exercised  by  the  central  authority, 
they  were  casting  considerable  additional 
burdens  on  the  poorer  districts.  They 
had  therefore  not  only  the  danger  that 
these  matters  would  cost  more  to  the 
locality,  but  the  additional  danger  that 
they  would  not  be  so  efficiently  done.  . 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  said  that,  as 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  had  pro- 
mised to  consider  the  matter  before  the 
Report  stage,  he  would  not  put  the  Com- 
mittee to  the  trouble  of  a  Division. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Question — 

<*  That  Clause  8,  as  amended,  stand  part  of 
the  Bill," 

put  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  9 : — 
Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  6,  line  21,  to  leave  out  Sub-sec- 
tion 1."— (ifr.  B,  G.  Webster.) 

Mr.  R.  G.  WEBSTER  pointed  out  that 
Clause  1  provided  that  any  committee 
appointed  by  a  borough  council  for  the 
purpose  of  the  Libraries  Acts,  1892  & 
1893,  or  of  any  of  their  other  powers 
or  duties,  might  consist  partly  of  persons 
not  members  of  the  council.  He  thought 
the  provision  giving  a  borough  council 
power  to  elect  gentlemen  from  the  out- 
side to  sit  on  these  committees  was  one 
of  the  most  remarkable  provisions  that 
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had  been  put  in  any  Local  Government 
Bill  brougnt  before  the  House  of  Com- 
mons,  and  one  which  would  not  com- 
mend itself  to  honourable  Members.  If 
they  were  going  to  put  superior  persons 
on  these  bodies  from  the  municipal  asso- 
ciations, the  Primrose  League,  or  from 
the  other  wire-pulling  associations,  he 
must  say  he  preferred  the  better  system 
by  which  the  ratepayers  of  London 
directly  elected  the  people  to  carry  on 
their  municipal  work.  He  therefore 
moved  to  omit  Sub-section  1. 

Sir  R  B.  FINLAY  said  he  was 
ready  to  meet  the  honourable  Member 
by  striking  out  the  words,  "  or  of  any  of 
their  other  powers  or  duties." 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS :  Then  will  the 
superior  persons  not  be  elected  ? 

Sir  R  B.  FINLAY:  They  will  be 
confined  to  the  libraries  committees. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  STUART  moved  to  omit  Sub- 
section (2),  because  he  did  not  see  the 
use  of  it.  It  provided  that  every  com- 
mittee should  report  their  proceedings  to 
the  council,  but  to  the  extent  to  which 
the  council  so  directed  acts  and  pro- 
ceedings of  the  committees  should  not 
require  the  approval  of  the  council.  This 
proposal  woula  destroy  the  unity  of  action 
of  the  council,  and  would  encourage  the 
council  to  be  idle  and  to  allocate  its 
powers  to  committees.      He  thought  no 


committee  should  be  allowed  to  spend 
money  except  with  the  sanction  of  the 
council  direct,  and  that  every  committee 
should  be  required  to  report  their  pro- 
ceedings to  the  council. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  6,  line  25,  to  leave  out  Sab-seotioii 
(2)."^Mr.  James  Stuart.) 

Question  proposed — 

'*That  the  words  *  Every  committee  shall' 
stand  part  of  the  clause." 

Sir  R.  B.  FINLAY  hoped  the  Com- 
mittee would  allow  the  sub-section  to 
stand.  It  prevented  unnecessary  waste 
of  time  and  trouble  by  having  to  secure 
the  sanction  of  the  council  for  every  act 
of  the  committee.  There  was  a  provision 
in  the  sub-section  that  a  committee 
should  not  raise  money  by  loan  or  by 
rate,  or  spend  any  money  beyond  the  sum 
allowed  by  the  council. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  said  that  in  the 
case  of  Municipal  Corporations  every  act 
of  every  committee  had  to  be  submitted 
to  the  council.  As  the  Municipal  Cor- 
porations Act  had  been  held  up  as  a  great 
example  throughout  the  whole  of  the 
discussion,  he  failed  to  see  why  in  this 
particular  matter  they  should  not  follow 
the  provision  made  in  the  Municipal 
Corporations  Act. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided:  Ayes,  182; 
Noes,  78.     (Division  List,  No.  129.) 
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Sullivan,  Donal  (Westmeath) 
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Mr.  James  Stuart  and  Mr. 

Steadman. 


Mr.  lough  said  that  as  this  section 
now  read  it  provided  that  every  com- 
mittee should  report  their  proceedlings  to 
the  council,  and  to  the  extent  to  which 


the  council  so  directed  the  acts  and  pro- 
ceedings of  the  committee  should  not 
require  the  approval  of  the  council.  He 
dia  not  think  any  argument  could  be 
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adduced  in  support  of  the  clause  as  it  now  \ 
stood,  and  he  hoped  the  Government ' 
would  see  their  way  to  accept  the  Amend-  - 
ment  he  now  moved.  If  this  Amendment  | 
were  adopted  the  sub-section  would  I 
read : —   • 

"Every  committee  hhall  report  their  pro-  \ 
oeedings  to  the  coancil,  and  the  act:*  and  pro-  , 
ceediogs  of  the  coinniittHe  shall  require  the  I 
approval  of  the  couiiuil." 

Amendment  proposed —  I 

"In  page  6.  line  26,  to  leave  out  the  words  | 
from  the  word  *  council '  to  the  words  *  the 
Acts '  in  order  to  insert  the  word  'and/ — {Mr. 

Lough) — insteaii  thereof —  I 

I 

Question  proposed — 

*'That  the  word^i  propoited  to  be  left  out ' 
stand  part  of  the  clause." 

Sir  R.  B.  FINLAY  opposed  the 
Amendment,  and  expressed  the  hope  that 
the  Committee  would  not  agree  to  it.  It 
was  intended  that  if  the  council  chose  to 
give  to  the  committee  the  power  to  act 
without  their  sanction  the  committee 
should  so  act ;  but  that  if,  on  the  other 
hand,  the  council  reserved  to  themselves 
the  right  to  sanction,  the  committee 
should  not  act  without  the  council's  sanc- 
tion. As  the  clause  now  stood,  he  sub- 
mitted it  would  be  better  than  as  amended 
by  the  honourable  Memlier. 

Mr.  STUART  pointed  out  that  the 
clause  as  it  stood  departed  from  the  two 
precedents  the  Government  had  been 
endeavouring  to  follow.  The  power  of 
allowing  the  borough  councils  to  cut 
themselves  free  from  responsibility  for 
committees  did  not  exist  in  the  case  of 
the  County  Councils  or  the  Municipal 
Corporations  or  Metropolis  Management 
Acts.  He  held  that  there  ought  to  be  a 
joint  responsibility  in  the  governing  body. 
By  this  sub-section  they  were  allowing 
the  councils  to  contract  out  of  their 
responsibilities. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  honourable 
Gentleman  is  technically  justified  in 
moving  his  Amendment,  but  I  do  seriously 
thing  the  Committee  ought  not  to  spend 
much  more  time  upon  it.  In  the  first 
place  the  honourable  Gentleman  is  incor- 
rect in  saying  there  is  no  precedent.  He 
will  find  a  precedent  in  the  Public  Health 
(LondonjI  Act,  1891,  under  which  a  sani- 
tary autnority  may  appoint  a  committee 
for  the  purposes  of  the  Act. 


Mr.  JOHN  BURNS :  But  is  not  that 
to  prevent  an  epidemic  ?  Those  are  ex- 
ceptional cases. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  But  there  is  a 
precedent  and  a  good  precedent  for  the 
proposal  we  have  made.  However,  I  do 
not  rest  it  on  precedent.  Where  there  is 
a  free  library,  is  it  not  absurd  that  the 
local  authority  should  not  be  able  to 
delegate  certain  powers  to  a  library  com- 
mittee ?  The  sub-section  appears  to  me 
an  eminently  rational  and  reasonable  one. 

Mr.  LOUGH  contended  that  all  the 
best  precedents  were  on  their  side. 
Under  the  Metropolis  Local  Management 
Act,  1855,  all  committees  appointed  by 
the  vestries  were  bound  to  report  their 
proceedings  to  the  vestries.  The  majority 
of  the  precedents  were  in  their  favour^ 
but  if  there  was  no  precedent,  then  let 
them  make  a  good  one  now.  The  re- 
porting of  the  committees  need  not  neces- 
sitate any  trouble  or  waste  of  time;  it 
was  merely  a  formal  matter.  If  these 
committees  were  allowed  to  transact  their 
business  without  the  cognisance  of  the 
council,  all  responsibility  would  be  lost. 
There  would  be  no  means  of  knowing 
what  they  were  doing,  and  none  of  that 
useful  criticism  which  prevented  these 
bodies  from  making  mistakes.  Moreover, 
there  would  be  more  purity  of  admini- 
stration if  the  acts  of  the  committees  were 
reviewed  from  time  to  time  by  the 
council. 

♦Colonel  HUGHES  said  that  unless  a 
Horse  Committee,  for  instance,  had  power 
to  spend  money  they  could  not  go  to 
market  for  the  purpose  of  buying  horses^ 
as  no  dealer  would  let  them  have  a  horse 
on  condition  that  the  council  approved  of 
the  committee's  action  in  purchasing  it. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  pointed  out  that 
as  a  general  rule  the  Committee  who  went 
to  purchase  horses  were  accompanied  by 
the  surveyor,  the  horse-keeper,  and  the 
veterinary  surgeon.  They  selected  the 
horses,  but  no  money  was  paid,  not  even 
a  deposit.  Dealers  were  always  pleased 
to  sell  their  horses  to  public  bodies,  and 
no  difficulty  such  as  that  mentioned  by 
the  honourable  and  gallant  Member  would 
arise.  If  the  committee  were  allowed  to 
go  to  Bamet  Fair  with  £700  or  £800  in 
their  pockets,  they  would  probably  make 
bad  bargains  and  buy  the  worst  ola  screws 
that  were  for  sale. 


219 


London 


{COMMONS} 


Government  Bill, 


220 


Mr.  bond  (Nottingham,  E.)  said  there 
were  several  precedents  for  the  proposal 
in  the  Bill.  The  Technical  Education 
Board  of  the  London  County  Council  had 
a  ^t^ost-independent  existence,  and  had 
large  sums  placed  at  their  disposal,  in  the 
expenditure  of  which  they  had  not  to 
secure  the  approval  of  the  County  Council. 

Mr.  J.  SAMUEL  pointed  out  that  even 
library  committees,  although  they  had 
powers  to  co-opt  members,  were  bound  to 
receive  the  sanction  of  the  council  to  any 
expenditure  they  might  propose.  There 
was  not  a  single  committee  in  any  of  the 


borough  councils  which  was  not  compeUed 
to  report  direct  to  the  council  and  obtain 
their  sanction  for  every  penny  expended. 
This  practice  prevented  the  friction  which 
would  be  certain  to  occur  if  committees 
had  power  to-  decide  questions  of  expendi- 
ture. He  hoped  the  honourable  Member 
for  West  Islington  would  press  his  amend 
ment  to  a  Division. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided — Ayes,  170  ; 
noes,  71.     (Division  List,  No.  130.) 


Acland-Hood.Capt.  Sir  Alex.  F. 
Archdale,  Edward  Mervyn 
Arnold,  Alfred 
Arrol,  Sir  William 
Ba^ot,Capt.  Josceline  FitzRoy 
Ball our,Kt.  Hon.  A.  J.  (ManchT 
Balfour,RtHnGeraldW.  (Leeds 
Banbury,  Frederick  George 
Barnes,  Frederic  Gorell 
Barton,  Dunbar  Plunket 
Beach,Rt.  Hn.SirM.  H.(Bristol 
Beckett,  Ernest  William 
Bond,  Edward 
Boscawen,  Arthur  Griffith- 
Bousfield,  William  Robert 
'Brodrick,  Rt.  Hon.  St.  John 
Burdett-Coutts,  W. 
Butcher,  John  George 
Cecil,  Evelyn  (Hertford,  East) 
Cecil,  Lord  Hugh  (Greenwich) 
Chaloner,  Captain  R.  G.  W. 
Chamberlain,  J.  Austen(  Worc*r 
Chaplin,  Rt.  Hon.  Henry 
Charrington,  Spencer 
Chelsea,  Viscount 
Clare,  Octavius  Leigh 
Cochrane,  Hon.Thos.  H.  A.  E. 
Coffhill,  Douglas  Harry 
Conen,  Benjamin  Louis 
Collinss,  Rt.  Hon.  Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady 
Cook,  Fred.  Lucas  (Lambeth) 
Corbett,  A.  Cameron( Glasgow 
Cotton-Jodrell,Col.  Edw.  T.D. 
Courtney, Rt.  Hon.  Leonard H. 
Cox.Irwm  Edward  B.  (Harrow) 
Cranbome,  Viscount 
Cubitt,  Hon.  Henry 
Curzon,  Viscount 
Dalkeith,  Earl  of 
Dalrymple,  Sir  Charles 
Denny,  Colonel 
Dickson -Poynder,  Sir  John  P. 
DUke,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Cliarles 
Dorington,  Sir  John  Edward 
Doughty,  Georee 
Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Duncombe,  Hon.  Hubert  V. 
Dyke,Rt.  Hn.Sir  WilliamHart 
Fanlell,  Sir  T.  George 
Fellowes,Hon.Aih\'yn  Edward 
Fersusson,Rt.  Hn.  Sir  J(Manc'r 
Ftnlay,  Sir  Robert  Bannatyne 


AYES. 

Fisher,  William  Hayes 
Fitz  Wygram,  General  Sir  F. 
Fletcher,  Sir  Henry 
Folkestone,  Viscount 
Forster,  Henry  William 
Galloway,  William  Johnson 
Gedge,  Sydney 
GibGons,  J.  Lloyd 
Gibbs,Hn.A.G.H.(Cy.ofLond. 
Gibbs,  Hon.  Vicary( St.  Albans 
Giles,  Charles  Tyn-ell 
Godson,SirAagustusFrederick 
Goldsworthy,  Major-General 
Gordon,  Hon.  John  Edward 
Gorst,  Rt.  Hn.  Sir  John  Eldon 
Goschen,  George  J.  (Sussex) 
Green,  Walford  D.(Wed8'bury 
Greene,  Henry  D. (Shrewsbury 
Greene,  W.  Raymond-(Cambs. 
Gretton,  John 
Gull,  Sir  Cameron 
Hamilton,Rt.  Hn.  Lord  George 
Hanson,  Sir  Reginald 
Hardy,  Laurence 
Heaton,  John  Henniker 
Hoare,  Samuel  (Norwich) 
Houston,  R.  P. 

Hutchinson, Capt.  G.  W.Grice- 
Jessel,  Capt.  Herbert  Merton 
Johnston,  William  (Belfast) 
Johnstone,  Heywood  (Sussex) 
Kennaway,Rt.Hn.  Sir  John  H. 
Kenyon,  James 
Kenyon-Slaney,  Col.  William 
Keswick,  Wilnam 
Kimber,  Henry 
Lawrence,SirE.  Dttming-(Com" 
Lawrence,  Wm.  F.  (Liverpool) 
Lea,  Sir  Thos.  (Londonderry) 
Lees,  Sir  Elliott  (Birkenhead) 
Leigh-Bennett,  Henry  Currie 
Lle\vellyn,Evan  H.  (Somerset) 
Lockwood,  Lt.-Col.  A.R. 
Long, Rt .  Hn.  Walt€r(  Liv'pool ) 
Lopes,  Henry  Yarde  Buller 
Lowles,  John 
Loyd,  Archie  Ku'kman 
Lubbock,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  John 
Macartney,  W.  G.  EULson 
Macdona,  John  Gumming 
Maclver,  David  (Liverpool) 
M^Killojp,  James 
Maple,  Sir  John  Blundell 


Marks,  Henry  Hananel 
Martin,  Richard  Biddulph 
Massey-Main  waring,  Hn.  W.  F. 
Middlemore,  Jhn.  Throgmorton 
Milner,  Sir  Frederick  George 
Milward,  Colonel  Victor 
Monckton,  Edward  Philip 
Moore,  William  (Antrim,  N.) 
Morrell,  George  Herbert 
Morton,  ArthurH.  A.  (Deptf ord 
Murray,  RtHnA.  Graham(Bute 
Murray,  Col.  Wyndham(Bath) 
Myers,  William  Henry 
Newdi^te,  Francis  Alexander 
Nicol,  Donald  Ninian 
Northcote,Hon.Sir  H.  Stafford 
Orr-Ewing,  Charles  Lindsay 
Parkes,  Ebenezer 
Pease,  Hrbt.  Pike  (Darrgton) 
Percy,  Earl 

Phillpotts,  Captain  Arthur 
Pilkington,  Richard 
Piatt- Biggins,  Frederick 
Pretyman,  Ernest  George 
Rankin,  Sir  James 
Rasch,  Major  Frederic  Came 
RichardHon,SirThos.  (Hartlep'l 
Ritchie,  Rt.Hn.  Chas.  Thomson 
Robertson,  Herbert  (Hackney) 
Robinson,  Brooke 
Round,  James 

Russell,Gen.  F.S.  (Cheltenham 
Russell,  T.  W.  (Tyn»ne) 
Ryder,  John  Herl>ert  Dudley 
Saunderson,Rt.  Hn.  Col.  Ed.  J. 
Savory,  Sir  Joseph 
Scoble,  Sir  Andrew  Richard 
Sharpe,  William  Edward  T. 
Sidebotham,  J.  W.  (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom,  William  (Derby's 
Smith,  Hon.  W.  F.  D.  (Strand 
Stanley,  Lord  (Lanes) 
Stephens,  Henry  Charles 
Stewart,Sir  MarkJ.M*Taggart 
Stock,  James  Henry 
Strauss,  Arthur 
Sturt,  Hon  Humphry  Napier 
Talbot,  Lord  E.  (Chichester) 
Tall)Ot,Rt.  Hn.J.G.(Oxf  dUniv 
Tollemaohe,  Henry  James 
Tonilinson,  Wm.  Edw.  Mgrray 
Warr,  Augustus  Frederick 
Webster,  R.  G.  (St.  Pancras) 
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Webflter,SirR,E.  (IsleofWight) 
Whitmore,  Charles  Al^mon 
Williams,  Colonel  R.  (Dorset) 
WilliamsJoeeph  Powell -(Birm. 
Willox,  Sir  John  Archibald 


{9  May  1899} 

WUson.  John  (Falkirk) 
Wortley,  Rt.  Hon.  C.  B.  Stuart 
Wylie,  Alexander 
Wyndham,  Georce 
Wyndhani-Quin,  Major  W.  H. 
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Wyville,  Marmaduke  D*Aroy 
Young,  Commander  (BerksE.) 
Tellers    for  the   Ayes— 

Sir  William  Walrond  and 

Mr.  Austruther. 


Abraham,  William  (Cheshire) 
Asher,  Alexander 
Asqaith,Rt.  Hon.  Herb.  Henry 
Austin,  Sir  John   (Yorkshire) 
Baker,  Sir  John 
Balfoar,Rt.  Hn.  J.Blair(Clakm. 
Billson,  Alfred 
Broadhurst,  Henrv 
Bryce,  Rt.  Hon.  James 
Buchanan,  Thomas  Rybum 
Bums,  John 
Buxton,  Sydney  Chas. 
Caldwell,  Jamesi 
Cawley,  Frederick 
Channing,  Francis  Allston 
Clark,Dr.G.  B.  (Caithness-sh.) 
Clough,  Walter  Owen 
Colvule,  John 
Crombie,  John  William 
Daly,  James 
Doogan,  P.  C. 

Douglas,  Charles  M.  (Lanark) 
Dunn,  Sir  William 
Gladstone,  Rt.  HnHerbertJohn 
Goddard,  Daniel  Ford 


NOES. 

Haldane,  Richard  Burdon 
Hayne,  Rt.  Hon.CharlesSeale- 
Headerwick,ThomasCharlesH 
Hemphill,  Rt.  Hon  Charles  H. 
Horniman,  Frederick  John 
Humphreys-Owen,  Arthur  C. 
Joicey,  Sir  James 
Jones,  William  (Carnarvon) 
Kearley,  Hudson  E. 
Law8on,SirWilfrid(Cumbjland 
Leng,  Sir  John 
Macaleese,  Daniel 
M'Arthur,  William  (Cornwall) 
M'Ghee,  Richard 
M*Kenna,  Reginald 
Maden,  John  Henry 
Morgan, J. Lloyd  (Carmarthen) 
Morton,Edw.J.C.  (Devonijort) 
Moss,  Sia.muel 

Norton,  Capt.  Cecil  William 
Pearson,  Sir  Weeman  D. 
Philipps,  John  Wynford 
Pickers^l,  Edward  Hare 
Provand,  Andrew  Drybum 
Reckitt,  Harold  James 


Ricliardson,  J.  (Durham  S.  E.) 
Rickett,  J.  Compton 
Roberts,  John  Bryn  (Eifion) 
Shaw,  Charles  Edw.  (Stafford) 
Shaw,  Thomas  (Hawick  B.) 
Sinclair,  Capt.  John  (Forfars) 
Soames,  Artnur  Wellesley 
Steadman,  William  Charles 
Stuart,  James  (Shoreditch) 
Sullivan,  Donal   (Westmeath) 
Thomas,Alfred  (Glamorgan,£. 
Thomas,David  Alf  red(  Merthyr 
Trevelyan,  Charier  Phillips 
Ure,  Alexander 
Wedderbnm,  Sir  William 
Weir,  James  Galloway 
Whittaker,  Thomas  Palmer 
Williams,  John  Carvell  (Notts 
Wilson,Frederick  W.  (Norfolk) 
Wilson,  John  (Grovan) 
Wilson,  Jos.  H.  (Middlesbrough 

Tellers  for  the  Noes — 
Mr.  Lough  and  Mr.  Jona- 
than Samuel. 


It  being  after  midnight,  the  Chairman 
left  the  chair  to  make  his  Report  to  the 
House. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again 
upon  Thursday. 

SCOTTISH  EDUCATION. 

Captain  SINCLAIR  (Forfarshire)  rose 
to  move — 

"  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty,  praying  her  to  withhold  her 
assent  to  a  Minute  of  the  Committee  ot 
Council  on  Education,  dated  27  th  day  of 
April,  1899,  providing  for  the  distribution  of 
the  sum  avaiJable  for  Secondary  and  Technical 
(including  Agricultural)  Education,  under 
Section  2,  Sub-section  4,  of  the  Local  Taxa- 
tion Account  (Scotland)  Act,  189«." 

Mr.  BANBURY  (Camberwell,  Peck- 
ham)  objected  to  the  motion  being  pro- 
ceeded with  at  that  hour. 

Captain  SINCLAIR,  on  a  point  of 
order,  submitted  that  this  was  a  Minute 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Act  passed 
last  year,  in  which  it  was  provided  that 
the  money  should  be  distributed  in 
accordance  with  the  conditions  on  which 
the  Minutes  of  the  Scotch  Education  De- 
partment were  submitted  to  Parliament. 


He  wished  to  know  whether  the  Minute 
did  or  did  not  come  under  the  Standing 
Order  of  the  House  and  within  the  de- 
finition of  "  proceedings  made  in  pur- 
suance of  an  Act  of  Parliament  or  Stand- 
ing Order." 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  proceeding  which 
the  honoura1)le  Member  is  proposing  to 
take  is  to  move  an  Address.  That  is  not, 
ordinarily  speaking,  a  procedure  imder  an 
Act  of  Parliament.  When  it  is  provided  by 
a  Statute  that  an  Address  shall  have  a 
particular  effect  if  it  be  moved  within  a 
certain  number  of  days,  moving  such  an 
Address  has  1>een  held  to  be  a  proceeding 
under  the  Statute ;  but  whether  that  is  not 
a  somewhat  strained  construction  of  the 
Standing  Order  I  will  not  now  inquire. 
This  is  not  such  a  motion.  The  Statute 
says  that  certain  Minutes  shall  be  laid  on 
the  Table,  and  there  is  nothing  providing 
that  an  Address  moved  within  a  certain 
time  shall  have  a  particular  effect.  It  is 
simply  stated  in  the  Minute  itself  that 
it  shall  not  take  effect  until  forty  davs 
have  expired.  It  would,  therefore,  be 
goin<;  bc'vond  the  clear  meaning  of  the 
Stancling  Order  if  I  were  to  say  that  the 
Address  which  the  honourable  Member 
propos(.8  to  move  is  a  proceeding  under 
an  Act  of  Parliament. 
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Captain  SINCLAIR  said  that  on 
27th  February,  1893,  an  Address  was 
moved  in  exactly  similar  circumstances. 
But,  in  view  of  the  Speaker's  decision,  he 
would  appeal  to  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury.  The  last  paragraph  of  the 
Minute  declared  that  no  action  should  be 
taken  on  it  until  it  had  been  laid  upon 
the  Table  of  both  Houses  for  one  calendar 
month.  That  showed  that  the  Depart- 
ment had  done  all  it  could  to  give  the 
House  an  opportunity  of  discussing  the 
Minute. 

Mr.  BANBURY:  Is  not  the  hon. 
Member  contravening  your  ruling,  Mr. 
Speaker,  in  arguing  the  matter  1 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  should  have 
stopped  the  honourable  Member  if  I  had 
thought  he  was  doing  so.  I  understand 
he  was  making  an  appeal  to  the  Minister. 

♦The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  A. 
Graham  Murray,  Buteshire),  in  reply 
to  the  appeal  made,  said  he  would  tell  the 
House  what  he  had  already  told  the 
honourable  Member  privately  —  that, 
knowing  that  unless  objection  was  taken 
within  a  month  the  Minute  would  become 
law,  he  had  secured  from  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  a  day  for  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Scotch  Estimates  within  the 
statutory  period.  Objection,  however, 
was  taken  to  the  day  fixed — last  Friday — 
by  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition,  and 
therefore  honourable  Members  opposite 
had  to  thank  that  right  honourable  Gentle- 
man for  being  deprived  of  an  opportunity 
of  raising  the  question.  The  whole 
matter,  however,  could  be  raised  upon 
the  Vote  for  the  salary  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  Scottish  Education  Department. 

Captain  SINCLAIR  explained  that 
they  were  utterly  ignorant  that  this 
motion  was  out  of  order. 

SEATS  FOR  SHOP  ASSISTANTS 
(ENGLAND    AND    IRELAND)    BILL. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed — 

"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time." 
— {Sir  John  Lubbock.) 


Sir  JOHN  LUBBOCK  expressed  the 
hope  that  the  House  would  permit  this 
Bill  to  be  read  a  second  time  that  night. 

♦Sir  CHARLES  DILKE  said  the  Bill 
was  similar  to  the  one  which  applied  to 
Scotland  only,  and  which  passed  the 
House  of  Commons  unanimously.  He 
hoped  this  Bill  would  pass,  and  receive 
a  better  fate  than  the  Scptch  Bill  in 
another  place. 

Mr.  ASQUITH  (Fife,  E.):  I  think 
we  are  entitled  to  ask  what  is  the  opinion 
of  the  Government  on  this  Bill,  because 
a  similar  Bill,  which  was  passed  unani- 
mously in  this  House,  was  rejected  in  the 
other  House,  without  a  division,  at  the 
instance  of  the  Prime  Minister. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  JOHNSTON  (Belfast, 
S.)  said  he  heard  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Marquess  at  the  head  of  the  Government 
upon  the  Scotch  Bill  with  great  regret. 
He  supported  the  Bill  now  before  the 
House,  and  hoped  it  would  be  read  a 
second  time. 

Sir  W.  WALROND  (Devon,  Tiver- 
ton) :  In  view  of  the  question  put  by 
the  right  honourable  Gentleman  opposite, 
I  think  this  matter  must  be  considered 
by  the  Government,  and  I  therefore 
object  to  the  immediate  progress  of  the 
measure. 

Second  Reding  deferred  till  to-morrow. 


EXECUTORS  (SCOTLAND)    ACT 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1  : — 

Committee  report  progress ;  to  sit  again 
upon  Thursday,  June  1st. 


Adjourned  at  twenty-five  minutes  after 

Twelve  of  the  clock. 
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fTednesddij,  10th  May  1899. 


PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 


SOUTHEASTERN  RAILWAY  BILL. 

(Queen's  Consent  signified.) 
Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

BAKER  STREET  AND  WATERLOO 
RAILWAY  BILL. 


<  FISHGUARD  AND  ROSSLARE  RAIL- 

I  WAYS  AND  HARBOURS  BILL. 

I 

?  NORTHERN  ASSURANCE  COMPANY 

5  BILL  [Lords]. 

H  As  amended,  considered ;   to  be  read 

"5  the  third  time. 


LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  2)  BILL. 
Bead  a  second  time,  and  committed. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  (GROUP  H). 

I  Mr.   Johnson-Ferguson  reported  from 

5  the  Committee  on  Group  H  of  Private 

^  Bills ;  That,  for  the  convenience  of  parties, 

I  the  Committee  had  adjourned  till  Monday 

c  next,  at  half-past  Eleven  of  the  clock. 

V  Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  (GROUP  J). 

r      Sir  Henry  Fletcher  reported  from  the 
^   Committee  on  Group  J  of  Private  Bills ; 
>'   That  the  parties  opposing   the    Belfast 
\   Corporation    Bill    had    stated    that  the 
"^   evidence     of    George    Frederick    Giles, 
s   Engineer    to    Belfast  Harbour  Commis- 
^  sioners,  was  essential  to  their  case ;  and 
it  having  been  proved  that  his  attendance 
could  not  be  procured  without  the  inter- 
vention of  the  House,  he  had  been  in- 
structed to  move  that  the  said  Geoige 
Frederick    Giles    do    attend    the     said 
Committee    To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the 
clock. 

Ordered,  That  George  Frederick  Giles 
do  attend  the  Committee  on  Group  J  of 
Private  Bills  To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the 
clock. 

VOL.  LXXI.         [Fourth  Series.] 


BOROUGH  FUNDS  ACT,  1872. 

Petitions  for  alteration  of  Law  ; — From 
Redruth  ; — and  Sowerby  Bridge  ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

CHURCH  DISCIPLINE  BILL. 

Petition  from  Guildford,  against  :  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

MINES  (EIGHT  HOURS)  BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour; — From  Robin 
Hood  ; —  Seaton  Moor  ; —  Hanley  ;~St. 
Helens  ;  —  Great  Clifton  ;  —  Broughton 
Moor;  —  Kirkintilloch  ;  —  Deerhani ;  — . 
Cammerton  ; — Forden ; — Little  Lever  : — 
and,  West  Houghton  Collieries :  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

PARISH  CHURCHES  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Petition  from  Leslie,  against ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

RATING  OF  MACHINERY  BILL. 

Petition  of  the  United  Property  Owners 
and  Ratepayers  Association  of  Great 
Britain,  against ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

ROMAN  CATHOLIC  UNIVERSITY  IN 

IRELAND. 

Petitions  against  establishment ;  — 
From  Cowdenbeath  ;  —  Hawick  ; — and, 
Selkirk ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

SALE  OF  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS  ON 
SUNDAY  BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour; — From  Hal  ton  ;- 


Morland; — Tunstall  (two) ; — Topsham; — 
Cadbury  ;— Brinkworth  ;— Alston  :— and, 
Grimsby  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

TELEGRAPHS  (TELEPHONIC  COMMU- 
NICATION, &c.)  BILL. 

Petition  from  Kilmarnock,  for  altera- 
tion ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

TEMPERANCE    REFORM   (THREEFOLD 
OPTION)  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour ; — From  Stracathro  ; 
— and,  Forfar  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

TOWN  COUNCILS  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour ; — From  Perth  ; — 
and,  Newton  Stewart ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

VACCINATION  ACTS,  1867  to  1898. 

Petition  from  St.  Giles's,  Camberwell, 
for  alteration  of  Law ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

H 
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RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 


PRISON  ACT,  1898. 

Copy  presented, — of  Circular,  dated 
25th  April  1899,  addressed  to  the  Chairman 
of  each  Bench  of  Magistrates,  caUing  atten- 
tion to  The  Prison  Act,  1898,  and  the 
Eules  made  under  it  (by  Command) ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

PRISONS    (TREATMENT    OF    DEBTOR 
PRISONERS  UNDER  NEW  RULES). 

Copy  presented, — of  Circular,  dated 
25th  April  1899,  addressed  to  Judges  of 
County  Courts  by  direction  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
calling  attention  to  the  changes  made  by 
the  Rules  under  Section  6  (3)  of  The 
Prison  Act,  1898,  with  regard  to  the 
treatment  of  Debtor  Prisoners  (by  Com- 
mand) ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

TRADE  REPORTS  (ANNUAL  SERIES). 

Copies  presented, — of  Diplomatic  and 
Consular  Reports,  Annual  Series,  Nos. 
2255  to  2256  (by  Command) ;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table. 

TRADE     REPORTS     (MISCELLANEOUS 

SERIES). 

Copy  presented, — of  Diplomatic  and 
Consular  Reports,  Miscellaneous  Series, 
No  503  (by  Command) ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

COMMERCIAL     MISSION     TO     SOUTH 

AMERICA. 

Copy  presented, — of  Eeports  received 
from  Mr.  T.  Worthincton,  the  Special 
Commissioner  appointed  by  the  Board  of 
Trade  to  inquire  into  and  report  upon  the 
Conditions  and  Prospects  of  British  Trade 
in  certain  South  American  Countries 
(Sixth  Report)  Uruguay  (by  Command) ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

PIER    AND    HARBOUR    PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS. 

Copy  ordered,  "of  Memorandum 
stating  the  nature  of  the  Proposals  con- 
tained in  the  Provisional  Orders  included 
in  the  Pier  and  Harbour  Orders  Confir- 
mation (No.  1)  Bill."— (3/r.  RiichU.) 

Copy  presented  accordingly ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  pnnted.  (No. 
187.) 


EMIGRATION  AND  IMMIGRATION. 

Copy  ordered,  "of  Statistical  Tables 
relating  to  Emigration  and  Immigration 
from  and  into  the  United  Kingdom  in 
the  year  1898,  and  Report  to  the  Board 
of  Trade  thereon." — (Mr.  Ritchie.) 

Copy  presented  accordingly;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.  (No. 
188.) 


COMMITTEES  (ASCENSION  DAY). 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed — 

"That  Committees  do  not  ait  to-morrow, 
hems  Ascension  Day,  until  Two  of  the  clock. 
— (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour.) 


i» 


♦Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Rush- 
cliffe)  said  that  this  motion  was  a  survival, 
and  was  intended  to  afford  Members 
an  opportunity  of  commemorating  one 
of  the  great  Christian  landmarks  which 
they  all  held  so  sacred.  But  the  right 
honourable  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the 
House  would  acknowledge,  he  was  sure, 
that  a  proper  commemoration  of  the 
event  was  one  with  which  Parliamentaiy 
procedure  had  very  little  to  do.  It 
lay  within  the  spiritual  sphere  with 
which  the  House  of  Commons  had 
little  or  no  concern,  and  the  overt 
act  of  commemoration  had  often  af- 
forded a  very  imperfect  indication 
of  the  real  spirit  of  the  true  com- 
memoration. The  right  honourable 
Gentleman  had  used  the  expression  in 
reply  to  a  question  on  the  previous  day, 
as  to  this  motion  *'  immemorial  practice.'' 
Now  the  right  honourable  Gentleman  was 
a  master  of  language,  and  if  he  pursued 
his  investigations  a  little  further  he  would 
find  that  the  woixi  immemorial  as  applied 
to  the  practice  was  not  quite  accurate. 
The  right  honourable  Gentleman  was,  he 
believed,  Scotch,  and  he  must  be  aware 
that  his  own  countrymen — whom  they 
all  acknowledged  to  l^e  the  most  re- 
ligious of  nations— did  not  take  the 
I  same  view  as  prevailed  in  this  country 
I  of  Good  Friday,  for  instance,  and  he 
could  not  admit  for  a  moment  that  the 
Scotch  did  not  understand  that  great 
Christian  event  then  commemorated. 
The  right  honourable  Gentleman  was  in  a 
singularly  unique  position  to  make  a  new 
I  departure.  His  adherence  to  the  Christian 
faith  was  known,  and  not  for  a  moment 
could  anyone  take  exception  to  his  action 
on  that  account.      If  before   next  year 
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the  right  honourable  Oentleman  would 
make  inquiry,  he  would  realise  the 
extreme  inconvenience  which  this 
motion  caused  to  persons  engaged  in 
important  work  in  Committees  upstairs, 
as  weU  as  to  Members  of  the  House 
itself,  and  the  difficulties  it  creates,  and 
then  he  might  take  a  different  view  of 
the  matter.     He  hoped  that  it  would  be 


understood  that  it  was  not  for  a  single 
moment  that  he  undervalued  this  great 
Christian  landmark  that  he  made  these 
observations  and  challenged  the  motion. 

Question  put. 

The    House     divided  :  —  Ayes,     184 ; 
Noes,  68. — (Division  List  No.  131). 


Acland-Hood,Capt.  Sir  Alex.  F. 
Aird,  John 

Allhosen,  Augustus  H.  Eden 
Archdale,  Edward  Mervyn 
Atkinson,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Austin,  Sir  John  (Yorkshire) 
Bailey,  James  (Walworth) 
BairJ,  John  George  Alexander 
Balcarres,  Lord 
Baldwin,  Alfred     * 
Balfour,Rt.  Hon.  A.J.  (Manch'r 
Balfour.  Rt.  Hn.  G.  W.  (Leeds 
Barnes,  Frederic  Gorell 
Bartley,  George  C.  T. 
Barton,  Dunbar  Plunket 
Beach,Rt.Hn.  SirM.  H.  ( Bristol 
Bemrose,  Sir  Henry  Howe 
Bethell,  Commander 
Blakiston- Houston,  John 
Boscawen,  Arthur  Griffith- 
Brassey,  Albert 
Brodrick,  Rt.  Hon.  St.  John 
Carlile,  William  Walter 
Cavendish,  R,  F.  (N.  Lanes.) 
Cajrzer,  Sir  Charles  William 
Cecil,  Evelyn  (Hertford,  East) 
Cecil,  Lord  Hugh  (Greenwich) 
Chaloner,  Captain  R.  G.  W. 
Clarke,Sir  Ed  ward(  Plymouth) 
Coghill,  Douglas  Harry 
CoUings,  Rt.  Hon.  Jesse 
Colston,  Chas.  Edw.  H.  Athole 
Comwallis,Fiennes  Stanley  W. 
Cox.IrwinEdwardB.  (Harrow) 
Cranbome,  Viscount 
Crippfi,  Charles  Alfred 
Cro68,Herh.  Shepherd  (Bolton) 
Cruddas,  William  Donaldson 
Cubitt,  Hon.  Henrv 
Curran,  Thomas  (Sligo,  S.) 
Curzon,  Viscount 
Dalkeith,  Earl  of 
Denny,  Colonel 
Dillon,  John 

Disraeli,  Coningsb}*  Ralph 
Dorington,  Sir  John  Edward 
Doughty,  Georee 
Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Doxford,  William  Theodore 
Dnnoombe,  Hon.  Hubert  V. 
Elliot,  Hon.  A.  Ralph  Douglas 
Fardell,  Sir  T.  George 
Fellowe8,Hon.  Ailwyn  Edward 
Field,  Admiral  (Eastbourne) 
Finch,  George  H . 
Fisher,  William  Hayes 
Fison,  Frederick  William 
FitzG^rald.SirRobert  Penrose- 
Flannery,  Sir  Fortescue 
Fletcher,  Sir  Henry 
Flower,  Ernest 
Folkestone,  Viscount 


AYES. 
Fry,  Lewis 

Galloway,  William  Johnson 
Garfit,  William 
Gedge,  Sydney 
Giles,  Charles  Tyrrell 
Golds  worthy,  Major-General 
Gordon,  Hon.  John  Edward 
Gorst,Rt.  Hon.  Sir  John  Eldon 
Goschen,  George  J,  (Sussex) 
Goulding,  Edward  Alfred 
Gray,  Ernest  (West  Ham) 
Green,  WalfoidD.  ( Wedn'sbury 
Greene,  Henry  D.(  Shrewsbury) 
Gretton,  John 
Gull,  Sir  Cameron 
Gunter,  Colonel 
Hanson,  Sir  Reginald 
Hardy,  Laurence 
Haslett,  Sir  James  Homer 
Helder,  Augustus 
Hill,Sir  Edward  Stock  (Bristol 
Holland,  Hon.  Lionel  R.  (Bow) 
Hornby,  Sir  William  Henry 
Houldsworth,  Sir  Wm.  Henry 
Houston,  R.  P. 

Hutchinson,  Capt.G.W.Grice- 
Jackson,  Rt.Hon.  Wm.Lawies 
Jebb,  Richard  Claverhouse 
Jeffreys,  Arthur  Frederick 
Johnston,  William  (Belfast) 
Kemp,  George 

Kennaway,Rt.Hn.  Sir  John  H. 
Kenyon,  James 
Kenyon-Slaney,  Col.  William 
Kimber,  Henry 
Knowles,  Lees 

Lawrence,  Wm.  F.  (Liverpool) 
Lawson,  John  Grant  ( Yorks. ) 
Lecky,Rt.Hon.  William  E.  H. 
Lees,  Sir  Elliott  (Birkenhead) 
Leigh-Bennett,  Henry  Currie 
Leighton,  Stanley 
LocKWood,  Lt.-Col.  A.  R. 
Long,  Col.  Chas.  W*.  (Evesham 
Lopes,  Henry  Yarde  Buller 
Loyd,  Archie  Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell,  William 
Macaleese,  Daniel 
Macdona,  John  Gumming 
Maclver,  David  (Liverpool) 
Maclean,  James  Mackenzie 
Maclure,  Sir  John  William 
M* Arthur,  Charles  (Liverpool) 
M'Killop,  James 
Malcolm,  Ian 

Maxwell,Rt.  Hn.Sir  Herb'rt  E. 
Mellor,  Rt.  Hn  J.  W.  (Yorks.) 
Melville,  Beresford  Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson,  Sir  H.  M. 
Miadlemore,  J.  Throgmorton 
Milbank,  Sir  Powlett  Chas.  J. 
Milner,  Sir  Frederick  Geoige 


Milward,  Colonel  Victor 
Monckton,  Edward  PMlip 
Moon,  Edward  Robert  Pacy 
Moore,  William  (Antrim,  W.) 
Mount,  William  Greorge 
Muntz,  Philip  A. 
Murray,  Col.  Wyndham  (Bath 
Myers,  William  Henry 
Newdigate,  Francis  Alexander 
O'Neill,  Hon.  Robert  Torrens 
Parkes,  Ebenezer 
Pease,  Herbert  P.  (Darlington 
Pender,  Sir  James 
Penn,  John 
Percy,  Earl 

Phillpotts,  Captain  Arthur 
Pilkington,  Richard 
Powell,  Sir  Francis  Sharp 
Power,  Patrick  Joseph 
Purvis,  Robert 
Rankin,  Sir  James 
Richards,  Henrv  Charles 
Robertson,  Heroert  (Hackney) 
Russell,Gen.F.S.  (Cheltenham 
Samuel,  Harry  S.  (Limehouse) 
Sandys,  Lieut-Col.  Thos.Myles 
Savory,  Sir  Joseph 
Seely,  Charles  Hilton 
Sharpe,  William  Edward  T. 
Sidebotham,  J.  W.  (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom,  William  (Derbys. 
Spencer,  Ernest 
Stanley,  Hn.  Arthur  (Ormskirk 
Stanley,  Lord  (Lanes.) 
Stewart,  SirMark  J.  MTaggart 
Stock,  James  Henry 
Strutt,  Hon.  Charles  Hedley 
Sullivan,  Donal  (Westmeatn) 
Talbot,  Lord  E.  (Chichester) 
Talbot,Rt.Hn.J.G.  (Ox.  Univ. 
Tollemache,  Henry  James 
Usbome,  Thomas 
Wanklyn,  James  Leslie 
Warr,  Augustus  Frederick 
Webeter,SirR.  E.  (IsleofWight 
W^elby,  Lieut. -Col.  A.  C.  E. 
Wharton,  Rt.Hon.  John  Lloyd 
Wliiteley,  George  (Stockport) 
Williamfl,Jo8ephPowell-(Birm 
Willox,  Sir  John  Archibald 
Wilson-Todd, Wm.H.  (Yorks.) 
Wodehouse,Rt.Hn.E.R.  (Bath 
W^olff,  Gustav  Wilhelm 
Wortley.Rt.Hon.C.  B.  Stuart- 
Wyndham,  George 
Wyndham-(iuin,MajorW.  H. 
Wyvill,  Marmaduke  D'Arcy 
Young,  Commander  (BerkB,£.) 
Younger,  William 
Tellers   for  the   Ates — 

Sir  William  Walrond  and 

Mr.  Anstruther. 
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Allan,  William  (Gateshead) 
Amold-FoTster,  Hugh  O. 
Bainbridge,  Emerson 
Baker,  Sir  John 
Balfoiir3t.Hn.  J.  B.  (Clackm. 
Bavley,  Thomas  (Derbyshire) 
Biflson,  Alfred 
Birrell,  Augustine 
Bninner,  Sir  John  "tomlinson 
Burt,  Thomas 
Caldwell,  James 
Cameron,  Sir  Charles  (Glasgow 
Cameron,  Robert  (Durham) 
Causton,  Richard  Knight 
Channing,  Francis  Allston 
Clarke,Dr.  G.  B.  (Csdthness-sh. ) 
Colville,  John 
Crombie,  John  William 
Gross,  Alexander  (Glasgow) 
Dalziel,  James  Henry 
Dilke,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Charles 
Doufflas,  Charles  M.  (Lanark) 
Duckworth,  James 
Farquharson,  Dr.  Robert 


{COMMONS} 

NOES. 

Fenwick,  Charles 

Gourley,SirEdwardTemperley 

Gurdon,SirWilliamBrampton 

Harwood,  George 

Havne,Rt.  Hon.  Charles  Seale- 

Hedderwick,  Thomas  C.  H. 

Hemphill,  Rt.  Hn.  Charles  H. 

Holland,  Wm.  H.  iYork,W.R. 

Jacoby,  James  Alfred 

Johnstone,  Heywood  (Sussex) 

Joicey,  Sir  James 

Jones,  William  (Camarvonsh. 

Kinloch,Sir JohnGeorge  Smyth 

Kitson,  Sir  James 

Lawson,  Sir  W.  (Cumb'land) 

Lea,  Sir  Thomas  (Londonderry 

Leese,Sir JosephF.  ( Accrington 

Leng,  Sir  John 

Leutv,  Thomas  Richmond 

Lloya-George,  David 

Lough,  Thomas 

Lyen,  Sir  Leonard 

M'Ghee,  Richard 

Maden,  John  Henry 
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Nussey,' Thomas  Willans 
Palmer.iSirCharlesM.  (Durham 
Paulton,  James  Mellor 
Perks,  Robert  William 
Priestley,  Briggs  (Yorks.) 
Richardfion,  J.  (Durham,  S.E.) 
Rickett,  J.  Compton 
Robertson,  Edmund  (Dundee) 
Samuel,  J.  (Stockton  on  Tees) 
Shaw,  Thomas  (Hawick  B.) 
Smith,  Samuel  (Flint) 
Spicer,  Albert 
Strachey,  Edward 
Thomas,Alfred(Glamorean,£. 
Trevelyan,  Charles  PhQipe 
Wallace,  Robert  (Edinburgh) 
Wallace,  Robert  (Perth) 
Williams,  John  Carvell  (Notts. 
WU8on,Frederick  W.  (Norfolk) 
Wilson,  John  (Falkirk) 

Telleks  fob  the  Noes — 
Mr.  John  Ellis  and  Mr. 
Oldroyd. 


CHURCH   DISCIPLINE   BILL. 

Second  Reading. 
Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mr.  CHARLES  M'ARTHUR  (Liver- 
pool, Exchange)  said  that  in  moving  the 
Second  Reading  of  this  Bill  he  wished  to 
explain  to  the  House,  in  the  first  place,  the 
reason  why  legislation  was  necessary  to 
cope  with  the  present  state  of  things  in  the 
Church  of  England,  and  in  the  second 
place  to  explain  the  nature  of  the  reme- 
dial legislation  proposed.  Having  done 
that,  he  desired  to  meet  a  few  objections 
which  had  been  advanced  in  reference  to 
this  Bill.  The  condition  of  the  Church 
of  England  was  so  well  known  to  the 
House  that  he  felt  it  unnecessary  to  de- 
scribe it  with  any  amount  of  detail  The 
House  was  aware  that  there  was  a  section 
of  the  clergy  of  the  Church  of  England — 
a  considerable  section — which  was  in  a 
state  of  open  revolt,  not  only  against  the 
articles  and  formularies  of  the  Church, 
but  agahist  the  law  of  the  land.  That 
had  produced  a  condition  of  lawlessness 
and  anarchy,  and  it  had  led  to  violent 
dissensions  which  threatened  to  rend  the 
Church  asunder.  Now  this  was  the  re- 
sult of  a  movement  called  by  different 
names — called  sometimes  the  Tractarian, 
sometimes  the  Ritualist,  and  sometimes 
the  Sacerdotal  movement,  but  which 
under  all  (these  names  was  one  and  the 
same,  and  the  object  of  which  was  to 
imdo  the  work  of  the  Reformation,  and  to 
restore  the  Church  of  England  to  the 
condition  she  was  in  prior  to  that  great 


turning  point  in  our  history.  He  did  not 
think  it  was  necessary  for  him  to  en- 
deavour to  prove  that,  but  he  would  read 
to  the  House  one  or  two  extracts  which 
would  help  to  emphasise  this  statement. 
In  a  volume  of  essays  on  Reunion,  to 
which  Dr.  Pusey  wrote  an  introductory 
essay,  the  writer  stated : — 

"  The  first  great  hindrance  that  is  before  ub 

arl^ies  from  the  Protestantism  of    England. 

Till  this  is  removed  the  Reunion  of  our  Chorch 

I  as  the  Church  of  England   with  either  the 

Greek  or  the  Latin  Church  is  hopeless.'* 

Lord  Halifax  had  said 

"  that  corporate  reunion  is  the  crown  and 
completion  of  that  great  movement  which  baa 
transformed  the  Church  of  England.*' 

The  Rev.  S.  K  Cottam,  in  a  work  re- 
cently published,  and  dedicated  by  per- 
mission to  Dr.  Creighton,  the  Bishop  of 
London,  said — 

**  The  Reformation  is  generally  represented 
as  an  unmixed  blessing,  while  the  real  truth  is 
that  it  was  a  great  calamity." 

The  writer  proceeded  to  say  that 

I  *'  the  Anglican  Church  is  often  called  Pto- 
I  testant,  but  the  statement  is  utterly  false." 

Another  clergyman  of  the  Church  of 
England,  in  a  sermon  just  published,  used 
this  expression : 

"  I  do  not  admit  that  the  Churoh  of  England 
IB  a  Protestant  Church." 

!  He  thought  it  was  almost  impossible  at 
the  present  day  to  go  into  any  of  these 
advanced  churches  without  hearing  from 
the  pulpit  fierce  denunciations  against 
Protestantism  and  against  the  Eeforma- 
tion.     In  fact,  every  effort  was  now  being 
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made  to  indoctrinate  the  masses  of  the 
people  with  these  sentiments.  They  had 
to  ask,  What  was  the  Kefonnation  ?  The 
Reformation,  he  thought,  might  be  re- 
garded in  three  aspects — religious,  politi- 
cal, and  inteUectual.  In  its  religious 
aspect  the  Eeformation  was  the  sweeping 
away  of  the  corruption  which  had  over- 
spread the  face  of  Christendom  during  the 
Middle  Ages,  and  the  restoration  of  the 
pure  and  simple  religion  of  the  Bible. 
From  the  political  standpoint,  the  Refor- 
mation was  the  repudiation  alike  of  the 
claim  of  the  Papacy  and  the  claim  of  the 
clergy  to  the  domination  of  the  Church 
of  fdigland,  and  the  establishment  of  the 
Royal  supremacy.  From  the  intellectual 
standpoint,  the  Reformation  was  the 
bursting  of  those  bonds  in  which  priest- 
craft had  enslaved  the  human  intellect, 
the  assertion  of  the  right  of  private 
judgment,  and  the  establishment  of  civil 
and  religious  liberty.  Now,  the  Sacer- 
dotal movement  assailed  the  Reformation 
in  each  of  these  aspects.  It  sought  to 
supersede  the  authority  of  the  Bible  by 
the  authority  of  the  Church  and  the 
traditions  of  the  Fathers.  It  sought  to 
reassert  the  claims  of  the  bishops  to 
domination  in  the  Church ;  it  sought  to 
deny  the  right  of  private  judgment,  and 
again  to  subject  the  human  intellect  to 
priestlv  domination.  He  ventured  to 
remind  the  House  that  this  was  no 
superficial  matter.  It  was  a  movement 
that  went  to  the  root  of  their  national 
life.  It  was  a  movement  which  was 
opposed  to  that  progress  towards 
the  higher  spirituality  which  they  be- 
lieved to  be  the  mission,  as  it  was  the 
hope  of  the  race.  It  was  a  movement 
wMch  shook  the  very  pillars  of  our  con- 
stitution, and  which  was  calculated  to 
impair  our  national  character  bv  removing 
from  it  that  love  of  truth  ana  that  law- 
abiding  liberty  which  had  hitherto  been 
the  characteristic  of  Englishmen.  They 
were  all  proud  to  know  that  the  Church 
was  a  comprehensive  Church,  and  he 
should  be  very  sorry  if  anything  were 
done  to  limit  that  comprehensiveness. 
Rather  let  it  be  extended,  provided  that 
it  was  extended  by  constitutional  means 
and  extended  all  round.  But  he  wanted 
to  point  out  that  the  advocates  of  what 
was  called  the  reunion  of  Christendom 
were  not  really  broad-minded  men,  but 
were  actuated  by  a  spirit  of  narrow  sec- 
tarianism and  of  intolerance,  because 
what  they  wanted  to  do  was  to  gratify 


their  preferences  and  the  preferences  of 
a  few  supporters  in  a  way  which  would 
alienate  the  great  mass  of  the  laity  from 
the  Church.  In  illustration  of  this  he 
would  read  a  passage  from  the  work  of 
Mr.  Cottam,  from  which  he  had  already 
quoted : — 

"  It  is  a  sin  on  the  part  of  Chuixshmen  to 
assist  Dissenters  in  any  way  by  attending  their 
chapels  or  giving  them  money." 

They  had  to  recognise  that  there  were 
two  parties  in  the  Church,  and  those  two 
parties  were  to  be  found  among  the 
clergy,  among  the  laity,  and  on  the 
episcopal  bencn ;  and  it  was  the  object  of 
one  to  subvert,  and  the  other  to  maintain, 
the  Protestant  Reformation.  They  some- 
times heard  of  there  being  two  extremes, 
and  moderate  Churchmen  were  besought 
by  those  in  high  authority  not  to  ally 
themselves  with  either  of  these  two  ex- 
tremes but  to  preserve  a  neutral  attitude. 
What  were  those  extremes?  One  was 
the  extreme  of  loyalty ;  the  other  was  the 
extreme  of  disloyalty.  One  consisted  of 
men  who  had  banded  themselves  together 
to  destroy  the  Constitution  in  Church 
and  State,  and  the  other  consists  of  those 
who  were  determined  to  oppose  those 
efforts.  What  middle  ground  was  there 
between  those  two  extremes  which  any 
loval,  moderate  Churchman  could  occupy  ? 
Were  they  to  sit  still  with  hands  folded 
while  their  Church  and  the  Church  of 
their  fathers  was  being  revolutionised, 
transformed  and  destroyed?  That  was 
not  only  unworthy  but  impossible.  They 
had  to  say  in  this  matter,  *'  He  that  is  not 
with  us  is  against  us."  They  found  ex- 
pressions of  sympathy  for  the  compara- 
tively few  against  whom  this  agitation  had 
been  turned,  while  no  expression  of  sym- 
pathy at  all  was  to  be  found  with  the 
hunareds  of  thousands  of  men,  women, 
and  children  of  a  humbler  rank  in  life, 
but  stiU  of  the  Church  of  England,  who 
had  been  deprived  of  the  Sacraments  of 
the  Church  and  driven  out  by  the  acts  of 
these  tyrants.  He  fully  believed  it  was 
impossible,  by  any  act  of  the  State,  to 
influence  those  currents  of  thought  and 
feeling.  They  were  not  concerned  with 
any  man's  religious  convictions.  If  a 
man  wanted  to  be  a  Protestant  let  him 
be  a  Protestant;  if  he  wanted  to  be  a 
Roman  Catholic  let  him  be  a  Roman 
Catholic.  They  had  no  quarrel  with  the 
Roman  Cathouc  Church,  and  if  he  re- 
ferred to  any  particular  doctrine  of  that 
Church  he  wished  to  do  so  without  in  any 
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to  be  appointed  by  Her  Majesty  by  letters 
patent,  and  who  must  be  a  member  of  the 
Church  of  England.  It  was  nothing  new 
in  the  history  of  the  Church  of  England 
for  a  lay  court  to  be  used  for  such  matters. 
Even  from  the  episcopal  point  of  view  it 
would  be  far  better  that  the  bishops  should 
not  concern  themselves  with  litigation  but 
should  confine  themselves  to  exercising 
their  moral  and  spiritual  influence,  leaving 
to  others  the  invidious  duty  of  dealing  with 
legal  proceedings.  Even  at  the  time  of 
the  Reformation  it  was  the  law  that  a 
clergyman  departing  from  the  prescribed 
service  should  be  tried  by  judge  and  jury, 
and  that  the  court  might  be  aided  by 
the  bishop,  as  assessor.  So  by  this 
Bill  it  was  also  provided  that  the  bishop 
should  act  as  assessor,  and  he  failed  to  see 
that  that  was  in  any  way  derogatory  to 
the  dignity  of  the  bench.  Already  under 
the  law  three  bishops  acted  as  assessors 
to  the  Privy  Council,  and  by  this  Bill,  if 
the  bishop  did  not  care  to  avail  himself 
of  the  power,  he  could  appoint  his 
chancellor  or  a  commissary  to  act  on  his 
behalf.  Another  fundamental  point  of 
the  Bill  was  that  it  abolished  the  bishops' 
veto,  for  which  abolition  he  had  already 
given  reasons.  It  was  said  that  this 
would  open  the  door  to  all  sorts  of  actions, 
but  when  it  was  remembered  that  the 
complainant  would  have  to  give  security 
for  costs,  and  that  those  costs  would  be 
very  considerable,  there  would  not  be 
much  danger  of  frivolous  or  unnecessary 
actions  being  brought.  If  further  safe- 
guards were  thought  desirable  the  pro- 
moters of  the  Bill  would  be  willing  to 
confer  increased  powers  on  the  judge. 
Then  supposing  a  decision  was  not 
appealed  from,  or  having  been  appealed 
from  was  confirmed,  it  would  be  the  duty 
of  the  bishop  to  inhibit  the  respondent 
from  exercising  his  functions  for  three 
months,  or  until  he  had  given  an  under- 
taking not  to  repeat  the  offence.  Then 
if  he  gave  the  undertaking  the  inhibition 
would  lapse,  but  if  he  did  not  make 
submission  he  would  ipso  facto  be  deprived 
of  his  living,  and  prohibited  from  holding 
any  benefice  or  discharging  any  function 
in  the  Church.  By  that  means  the  old 
method  of  imprisonment,  which  was 
universally  deprecated,  was  done  away 
with,  and  inhibition  or  deprivation  sub- 
stituted. It  was  said  that  the  Bill  estab- 
lished a  species  of  persecution,  but  he 
could  not  admit  that  to  be  the  case.  On 
the  contrary  it  was  only  carrying  into  the 
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clerical  profession  the  rule  that  prevailed 
everywhere  else — that  if  a  man  did  not 
fulfil  his  position  of  trust  he  should  be 
displaced  from  it.  He  did  not  ask  the 
House  now  to  pronoimce  on  all  the  details 
of  the  Bill  but  rather  to  affirm  its  fundar 
mental  principles,  viz.,  the  maintenance 
of  the  supremacy  of  the  Queen's  Courts, 
the  abolition  of  the  episcopal  veto,  and 
the  substitution  of  inhibition  or  de- 
privation for  imprisonment.  With  regard 
to  the  criticisms  of  the  Bill  on  his  own 
side  of  the  House,  objection  was  taken  to 
the  provision  that  to  designate  any  service 
as  a  mass  should  be  illegal.  He  ventured 
to  say  the  mass  was  iltegal  in  the  Church 
of  England,  and  therefore  any  reference  to 
it  must  be  illegal.  Prior  to  the  Reformar 
tion  sacrifices  of  the  mass  were  offered  in 
our  churches  and  at  the  altar,  but  since 
the  Reformation  the  word  "  mass ''  and  the 
word  "  altar  "  had  been  excluded  from  the 
Prayer-book,  tables  had  been  substituted 
for  altars,  and  the  Communion  Service 
hail  been  transformed  from  a  sacrifice 
into  a  commemorative  feast.  Yet  what 
happened  now  in  the  lawless  churches 
such  as  he  had  described  1  Why,  they 
saw  the  mass  revived,  illegal  vestments 
worn,  the  priest  standing  before  an  illegal 
altar,  on  which  were  placed  illegal  orna- 
ments, using  illegal  actions  and  words; 
the  very  bread  he  administered  to  the 
communicants  was  illegal  bread.  When 
they  attended  such  a  service  they  failed 
to  recognise  it  as  of  the  Church  of 
England,  and  began  to  wonder  where 
they  were.  Perhaps  they  would  hear 
something  from  their  own  Prayer-book, 
just  to  catch  on  as  it  were,  and  then 
again  the  service  became  involved  in 
mystery ;  there  was  some  kind  of  secret 
service  going  on  in  the  chancel — the  mass, 
as  contained  in  the  Roman  Missal,  was 
the  basis  of  it,  and  our  Communion  Ser- 
vice was  merely  interpolated  in  it.  [The 
honourable  Member  produced  an  altar- 
card,  on  which  were  set  forth,  for  the  use 
of  the  priest,  opposite  the  various  sections 
of  the  Communion  Service,  the  correspond- 
ing paragraphs  in  the  Roman  MissaLj  Not 
omy  so,  but  very  many  books  were  pub- 
lished for  the  very  purpose  of  adapting 
the  Sacrifice  of  the  Mass  to  the  services 
of  the  Church  of  England  ;  for  instance, 
there  were  "The  &ok  of  the  Mass," 
"  Ceremonial  Altar  Guide  for  Low  Mass," 
and  "  Aids  to  Reverently  Celebrating  the 
Holy  Eucharist."  Then  there  was  the 
curious  term  "  the  Children's  Euchaiist.*' 
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In  some  churches  little  children  were 
taken  by  the  priest  and  indoctrinated 
with  these  illegal  views  about  the 
*'  Eucharist."  If  the  House  wanted  an 
exhibition  of  that,  they  had  only  to  go  to 
St.  Matthew's,  Westminster,  within  a 
stone's  throw  of  that  Chamber.  At  half- 
past  nine  on  Sunday  mornings  there  was  a 
large  congregation  of  young  children,  who 
were  taught  by  the  aid  of  a  service  book, 
"printed  for  private  circulation,"  but 
possessed  by  every  child  in  the  church. 
The  children  were  taught  to  repeat  the 
words  of  prayers  after  the  priest.  Of 
course,  there  was  no  Communion,  and 
therefore  the  service  was  fundamentally 
changed.  The  sacrifice  of  the  mass  was 
offered  up  with  accompanying  incense,  and 
the  children  were  taught  to  follow  and  to 
repeat  prayers  and  responses  which  they 
did  not  understand.  So  they  were  in- 
doctrinated with  these  doctrines.  He 
was  not  a  theologian,  but  to  his  mind  the 
book  used  taught  transubstantiation — ^at 
all  events  it  taught  a  grossly  materialistic 
view  of  the  Lord's  Supper.  This  case 
came  before  the  Bishop  of  London,  but 
his  reply  was  that  the  book  was  a  book 
for  private  use,  although  it  was  used  by 
every  child  in  that  church — that  it  did 
not  concern  a  public  service  in  that  church, 
and  that  although  he  might  personally 
wish  to  modify  some  of  the  expressions  it 
contained,  he  could  not  say  there  was  any 
language  in  it  clearly  contrary  to  the 
Book  of  Common  Prayer.  How  long  was 
this  imposture  to  continue  ?  He  trusted 
that  this  clause,  if  it  did  nothing  else, 
would  register  the  determination  of  the 
Protestant  laity  of  the  country  that  they 
would  not  have  the  mass  introduced  into 
the  Church  of  England.  With  regard  to 
confession,  they  knew  that  the  Church  of 
England  service  did  provide  for  confession 
in  certain  exceptional  cases — the  case  of 
the  sick  and  the  case  of  anyone  having 
any  weighty  matters  on  his  mind,  prior  to 
desiring  to  attend  the  Sacrament  of  the 
Lord's  Supper.  But  confession  in  the 
Church  of  England  had  three  character- 
istics— it  was  voluntary,  it  was  special, 
and  it  was  exceptional,  because  for  the 
ordinary  run  of  congregations  the  Prayer- 
book  Service  contained  both  public  con- 
fession and  public  absolution.  Therefore 
there  was  no  around  upon  which  to  con- 
atruct  a  platform  upon  which  auricular 
confession  could  be  brought  again  into  the 
Church  of  England.  Still  they  knew  that 
in  many  churches    in  the  present  day 


confession  was  heard  two  or  three  times 
a  week  .at  stated  hours.  It  had  been 
publicly  stated  that  at  a  Brighton  church 
thousands  of  confessions  had  been  heard 
in  one  year.  No  words  could  exceed  the 
condemnation  by  the  present  Prime 
Minister  of  confession.     He  said  : 

"We  know  that  it  deteriorates  the  moral 
fibre  and  invades  the  sanctity  of  family  life." 

He  might  just  mention  that  at  a 
church  in  Liverpool  where  confession 
was  practised  a  report  had  been 
sent  to  him  by  the  clergyman  of  a  neigh- 
bouring parish,  in  which  he  gave  various 
cases  in  which  confessions  had  been  made 
and  questions  of  a  most  immoral  and  dis- 
gusting character  had  been  put  to  young 
women.  He  could  not  read  the  questions 
in  the  House — they  were  of  such  a 
character — but  he  could  quote  the  words 
of  one  young  married  woman  to  whom 
such  questions  had  been  put  in  the  con- 
fessional. She  was  a  hardworking,  respect- 
able, modest  woman,  and  she  said  that 

**  If  ever  she  sees  Father coming  up  the 

street  she  goes  another  way,  because  she  is 
quite  ashamed  to  meet  or  see  a  man  who  asked 
her  such  filthy  things." 

If  the  clause  in  the  Bill  did  nothing  else 
it  would  register  the  determination  of  the 
Protestant  laity  that  they  would  not  have 
the  confessional  back  into  the  Church  of 
England  at  any  cost.  He  ventured,  there- 
fore, to  ask  the  House  to  read  the  Bill  a 
second  time.  It  might  not  be  a  periect 
Bill ;  no  Bill  ever  was ;  but  the  House 
should  now  sanction  its  fundamental 
principles,  and  then  in  Committee  deal 
further  with  it.  Only  let  it  be  dealt 
with  in  some  way.  Don't  let  them  have 
any  more  abstract  resolutions  that  came 
to  nothing.  The  time  for  words  was  past 
and  the  time  for  action  had  come.  He 
knew  that  there  was  a  great  deal  of 
anxiety  by  some  that  the  matter  should 
be  postponed  in  some  way,  and  a  great 
hope  had  been  expressed  that  the  agita- 
tion would  subside.  Some  had  said  it 
was  a  fire  of  straw,  and  would  soon  die 
out  because  there  was  nothing  for  it  to 
feed  upon.  Others  thought  that  the 
storm  would  soon  pass  by,  that  the  fine 
weather  would  come  again,  the  stars  come 
out,  and  that  then  they  could  do  as  they 
liked.  They  had  very  clever  men  to  deal 
with,  and  possibly  the  storm  might  sub- 
side, but  he  ventured  to  say  that  if  so  it 
would  only  be  a  lull,  that  the  storm 
would  rise  again,  fiercer  than  ever,  and 
that  its  angry  front  would  bear  the  words 
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"Disestablishment  and  Disendowment." 
It  was  because  he  and  those  who  pro- 
moted this  measure  were  friends  of  the 
Church,  because  they  wanted  to  save  the 
Church  from  the  dangers  that  assailed 
her,  that  she  might  continue  her  glorious 
work  of  the  past,  that  they  brought 
forward  this  Bill  to  make  the  Church 
subordinate  to  the  law.  The  Church  of 
England  must  cast  out  those  people  who 
disobey  the  law  or  be  herself  cast  out. 
For  these  reasons  he  asked  the  House  to 
pass  the  Second  Eeading  of  the  Bill. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed — 

*'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time." 
— {Mr.  A,  Mc Arthur,) 

The  attorney  -  general  (Sir 
Richard  Webster,  Isle  of  Wight) :  I 
beg  to  move — 

"That  this  House,  while  not  prepared  to 
accept  a  measure  which  creates  fresh  offences 
and  Ignores  the  authority  of  the  bishops  in 
maintaining  the  discipline  of  the  Church,  is  of 
opinion  that,  if  the  enorts  now  being  made  by 
the  archbishops  and  bishops  to  secure  the  due 
obedience  of  the  clergy  are  not  speedily 
effectual,  fu  ther  legislation  will  be  re<^uired 
to  maintain  the  oraervance  of  the  existing 
laws  of  Church  and  Realm." 

It  will  not  be  possible  for  me  in  the  ! 
time  which  is  at  our  disposal  to  deal  with 
all  the  topics  mentioned  by  my  honour- 1 
able  friend.  Perhaps  I  may  be  permitted 
to  say  that  I  do  not  altogether  agree  with 
his  history,  and  that  some  of  his  state- 
ments were  framed  in  rather  too 
exaggerated  language,  but  I  recognise 
that  those  who  have  promoted  this  Bill 
have  done  so  with  an  honest  desire  to  do 
something  for  the  benefit  of  the  Church 
of  England.  No  words  will  fall  from  me 
to  impute  to  any  one  of  them  that  they 
were  not  actuated  by  the  best  desire  to 
serve  the  interests  of  that  Church, 
although  I  shall  have  to  differ  from  them. 
I  agree  with  the  honourable  Member  that 
this  is  neither  the  time  nor  the  place  for 
the  discussion  of  Committee  matters,  and 
that  we  need  not  trouble  about  the  mere 
details  of  the  Bill.  We  should  concen- 
trate our  attention  upon  its  leading 
principles,  and  it  is  a  satisfaction  to  me 
to  know  that  in  the  brief  analysis  I  have 
been  able  to  make  of  it  and  in  bringing 
out  what  I  believe  to  be  its  leading  pro- 
visions I  am  in  entire  accord  with  the 
honourable  Member  for  the  Exchange 
Division.  The  Bill  involves,  as  the 
honourable  Member  has  explained  to  the 
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House,  three  main  principles.  I  will 
venture  to  add  a  fourth.  The  Bill  contem- 
plates the  enacting,  if  it  be  not  already 
law,  that  certain  offences  should  be 
offences  under  the  Statute ;  it  establishes 
an  absolutely  lay  tribunsJ ;  it  permits 
unfettered  prosecution  by  any  two 
persons  in  the  diocese,  whether  they  have 
a  grievance  or  not,  and  it  imposes  (and 
this  is  the  fourth  point  to  which  the 
honourable  Member  did  not  specifically 
refer)  punishments  of  such  a  rigorous 
and  severe  character  that  I  do  not  think 
the  House  ought  to  assent  to  a  Bill 
which  embodies  them.  I  believe  the  Bill 
would  open  the  door  to  as  many  prosecu- 
tions ^nd  proceedings  against  those 
whom  my  honourable  friend  calls  the 
loyal  members  of  the  Church  as  it  would 
against  those  whom  he  called  the  disloyal 
members.  If  it  is  said  that  honourable 
Members  wl^o  speak  in  the  same  interests 
as  he  has  spoken  do  not  fear  that  conse- 
quence, I  am  bound  to  point  out  at  once 
that  the  House  of  Commons  has  to  deal 
with  the  subject  as  a  whole,  and  cannot 
legislate  to  put  down  practices  which  it 
assumes  are  going  to  be  put  in  force  by  one 
set  of  people  and  are  not  going  to  be  put 
in  force  by  another.  I  submit  that  there 
is  a  most  serious  danger  from  that  point 
of  view,  because  it  is  upon  that  principle 
that  proceedings  may  be  taken  by  two 
persons  without  control  or  sanction,  and 
without  having  any  particular  grievance. 
I  agree  entirely  with  the  observations  of 
my  honourable  friend  with  regard  to  the 
use  of  the  word  "  mass."  I  believe  it  to  be, 
I  will  not  say  an  illegal  word — that,  of 
course,  depends  upon  the  sense  in  which 
it  is  used — but  I  do  say  it  is  an  unneces- 
sary word,  and  having  regard  to  the  con- 
struction that  may  be  put  upon  it  by 
ignorant  people  I  think  it  is  a  word  that 
the  clergy  ought  certainly  not  to  use  in 
the  services  of  the  Church  of  England. 
Though  I  am  not  quite  satisfied  that  the 
provision  of  the  Bill  is  not  really  necessary 
so  far  as  real  offences  are  concerned,  vet  the 
language  of  the  sub-section  would,  I  think, 
be  found  to  involve  serious  difficulties. 
I  also  associate  myself  vrith  the  honour- 
able Gentleman  in  all  he  said  with  regard 
to  confession.  If  there  is  one  thing  I,  as 
a  lay  member  of  the  Church  of  England, 
detest,  it  is  the  Confessional  as  practised, 
if  I  might  be  allowed  to  say  so,  in  the 
Roman  Catholic  Church.  I  cannot  my- 
self be  a  party  to  anything  of  the  kind  m 
the  Church  of  England.     I  would  point 
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out  to  the  honourable  Member,  when  he 
talks  about  new  offences,  that  the  third 
sub-section  goes  a  great  deal  further  than 
anything  that  is  necessary  for  the  pur- 
pose of  detecting  the  abuses  of  the  Con- 
fessional. Assuming  confession  to  be 
voluntary,  I  cannot  understand  why  the 
only  person  to  whom  confession  ought  not 
to  be  made  voluntarily  is  a  minister  of  the 
Church ;  and  I  cannot  understand,  when 
we  know  the  enormous  amount  of  good 
that  has  been  done  in  connection  with 
temperance  work  by  the  control  of  clergy- 
men over  those  who  take  vows  or  pledges, 
why  we  should  prohibit  •  this  practice. 
Coming  to  the  three  sub-sections  in  the 
clause  which  either  declare  the  law  or 
extend  it,  I  will  call  attention  to .  an 
extraordinary  extension  in  the  fifth  sub- 
section— 

"  That  anybody  who  authorises  or  assists  in 
or  is  party  or  pnvy  to  any  of  the  acts  afore- 
said, shall  be  deemed  to  have  committed  an 
offence  under  this  Act." 

I  want  to  know  what  would  be  the 
position  of  some  clergyman  who,  asked  to 
take  part  in  a  service  in  a  church  in  which 
he  has  never  been  before,  and  going  there 
with  not  the  slightest  intention  of  break- 
ing the  law,  suddenly  finds  that  there  are 
some  minor  technical  and  utterly  harm- 
less and  innocent  breaches  of  the  law,  if  1 
may  use  this  Irish  expression.  Is  such  a 
clergyman  supposed  to  be  committing  an 
offence  because  he  takes  part  in  or  is 
privy  to  the  continuance  of  these  acts  ? 
It  is  from  the  point  of  view  of  the  dangers 
of  the  Bill  to  persons  who  have  been  in- 
nocently breaking  the  law,  as  much  as  the 
Ritualists,  that  I  ask  the  House  to  pause 
before  it  allows  this  declaration  of  offences, 
with  its  consequences,  to  become  law.  Let 
me  mention  some  of  the  very  important 
matters  in  which  I  am  sure  no  ecclesiastical 
lawyer  would  deny  that  the  law  is  persis- 
tently and  repeatedly  broken  by  the  Low 
Church  party — I  am  not  blaming  them  at 
all  at  the  moment.  Take,  for  instance, 
the  recital  of  the  Athanaaian  Creed. 
There  is  no  doubt  that  that  is  directly  en- 
joined by  the  law  of  the  Church,  yet  it  is 
continually  disregarded.  Take  the  prayer 
for  the  Church  militant.  The  recital  of 
that  prayer  was  made  a  point  of  indig- 
nant protest  some  years  ago  by  Low 
Churchmen,  who  said  they  would  not 
have  their  militants.  There  are  other 
matters,  such  as  daily  services,  services 
on  holy  days,  evening  services,  services 
on  Saints'  days,  the  Litany  on  Wednes- 


days and  Fridays,  the  omission  of  the 
commencement  of  the  Communion 
Service,  the  omission  of  the  exhorta- 
tion, the  use  of  the  stole  or  the  scarf, 
the  omission  to  wear  a  cope  in  the 
cathedral  ser\'ices,  and  the  omission  of 
children's  services  of  praise  and  song. 
In  many  of  these  instances,  nobody  who 
has  studied  the  question  will  deny  that 
breaches  of  the  law  have  been  perpetu- 
ally and  continually  committed  which 
mi^ht  be  made  the  subject  of  proceeding 
under  this  Bill.  We  are  passing  a  Bill 
for  the  whole  Church  of  England,  and  not 
for  one  section  of  it.  We  are  passing  a 
Bill  which  it  is  said  is  needed  in  order  to 
put  down  the  extreme  ritual  to  which  the 
honourable  Member  refers,  but  there  may 
be  men  in  a  few  years  or  months  to  come, 
who,  wanting  to  get  rid  of  some  clergy- 
man whom  they  do  not  like,  may  be  able 
to  prove  a  technical  offence  under  this 
Bill,  and  so  make  it  an  engine  of 
oppression.  It  is  because  I  am  satisfied 
that,  in  the  interests  of  the  peace  of  the 
Church,  this  Bill  does  open  the  door 
to  dangerous  proceedings — proceedings 
which  might  be  levelled  against  those 
whom  my  honourable  friend  calls  loyal, 
as  distinguished  from  those  whom  he 
calls  disloyal — that  I  should  certainly  ask 
the  House  to  consider  that  what  I  have 
pointed  out  with  regard  to  offences  under 
the  Bill  is  a  serious  blot  upon  it.  I  now 
come  to  the  second  point  urged  by  my 
honourable  friend,  and  that  is  the  com- 
plaint by  two  persons  resident  in  the 
diocese  for  twelve  months.  Strangely 
enough,  the  only  qualification  those  two 
persons  are  to  have,  apart  from  residence, 
which  is  really  nothing,  in  the  diocese — 
not  even  the  parish — is  that  they  are  to 
say  that  they  are  members  of  the  Church 
of  England.  That  statement  is  to  be 
final  and  conclusive  for  all  the  purposes  of 
this  Bill.  We  know  what  has  been 
done  in  the  past.  I  do  not  make  any 
complaint  of  it,  because  we  must  take 
these  risks,  but  we  do  know  that  it  has  not 
been  infrequent  for  these  proceedings  to 
be  taken  by  those  who  are  not  in  fact 
members  of  the  Church,  and  certainly  not 
communicants  of  the  Church.  In  the 
proceedings  against  the  Bishop  of  lancoln, 
if  I  remember  aright,  one  of  the  most 
prominent  promoters  of  the  suit  was  a 
gentleman  who  was  a  leading  member  of 
a  Nonconformist  Church.  I  make  no 
complaint  against  that,  because  it  seems 
to  me  it  may  be  fairly  argued  that  those 
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proceedings  were  taken  under  all  the 
restrictions  which  at  present  attach  to 
proceedings  of  the  kind.  But  there  is  a 
broader  point  of  view  from  which  this 
question  should  be  regarded,  and  in 
regard  to  which  I  would  appeal  to  the 
legal  learning  of  the  right  honourable 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West  Mon- 
mouth. What  have  we  been  doing  in  every 
branch  of  the  law  for  the  last  thirty  or  forty 
years?  We  have  been  endeavouring  to 
cut  the  comb  of  the  common  informer,  of 
the  person  who  has  simply  walked  into 
court  in  order  to  create  litigation.  The 
proceedings  under  this  Bill  are  really  in 
the  nature  of  criminal  proceedings.  It  is 
really  a  branch  of  the  ecclesiastical 
criminal  law,  because  you  deprive  a  man 
of  his  means  of  living,  and  prevent  him 
officiating  as  a  minister  of  the  Church  of 
England,  and  you  do  in  fact, put  into 
force  against  him  about  as  severe  a  legal 
jurisdiction  as  you  can  possibly  contem- 
plate. Every  one  of  the  protections 
afforded  in  proceedings  for  libel  and  in 
regard  to  prosecutions  under  the  Sunday 
Act  is  swept  away  by  this  Bill,  and,  as 
was  put  pointedly  the  other  day,  two 
men  living  in  a  remote  part  of  London 
may  walk  into  a  church  in  the  Strand, 
there  see  something  they  do  not  like,  and 
may  institute  proceedings;  and  then,  if 
they  can  satisfy  the  court  as  to  costs, 
nobody  can  stop  those  proceedings.  If  I 
may  say  so,  I  was  amused  by  one 
reference  of  my  honourable  friend  to  the 
suggestion  that  the  costs  would  be  a  bar 
to  these  proceedings,  and  he  read  to  the 
House  with  pathos  in  his  voice  a  state- 
ment as  to  the  bill  of  costs  in  three  suits. 
Does  he  suppose  that  those  costs  came  out 
of  the  pocket  of  the  promoter  ]  We  know 
perfectly  well,  and  it  is  one  of  the  evils  of 
these  prosecutions  that  the  House  ought  to 
be  most  keen  to  guard  against,  that  these 
costs  are  paid  not  by  the  promoters,  but 
by  associations.  I  quite  agree  that  it  is  a 
right  thing  that  there  should  be  associa- 
tions for  the  purpose  of  preventing 
illegality,  but  I  do  say  it  is  no  answer  to 
the  objection  that  these  proceedings  may 
be  taken  by  the  common  informer  to  say 
they  are  obliged  to  pay  costs,  because  in  all 
cases  the  costs  will  be  guaranteed  by  some 
association,  either  on  the  one  side  or  the 
other.  I  would  remind  the  House  that 
under  the  Clergy  Discipline  Act,  passed 
only  in  1892,  it  was  provided  with  re- 
gard to  moral  offences  that  if  it  was 
thought  that   the  complaint  was  vague 

Sir  Richard  Webster, 


or  frivolous  the  bishop  might  veto  it, 
and  yet  I  have  given  instances  to  the 
House  in  which  a  clergyman  might  be 
liable  under  this  Bill  for  an  offence  to 
which  no  reasonable  man  would  attach 
any  importance,  but  in  regard  to  which 
no  discretion  is  to  be  allowed  at  all,  as  to 
whether  or  not  proceedings  should  be 
taken.  When  we  couple  with  the  defini- 
tion of  offences  this  provision  of  the  Bill 
which  my  honourable  friend  admits  to 
be  fundamental,  that  two  persons  out  of 
the  street,  provided  they  can  pay  the 
costs  or  get  someone  to  provide  for  them, 
may  be  prosecutors,  I  do  suggest  to  the 
House  that  this  is  a  class  of  litigation  that 
we  ought  to  be  very  slow  to  encoiu'age. 
I  now  come  to  the  Court.  I  do  not 
believe  that  the  framers  of  this  Bill 
wanted  to  do  anything  which  might  be 
regarded  as  an  affront,  but  I  am  utterly 
at  a  loss  to  understand  how  in  such  a 
matter  it  can  be  suggested  that  a  civil 
tribunal  should  act  alone  without  any 
discretion.  I  do  not  go  back  to  the  old 
courts,  but  I  have  never  heard  any  objec- 
tion raised  to  the  tribunal  imder  the  Act 
of  1840.  I  would  remind  the  House  that 
under  the  Clergy  Discipline  Act  of  1892 
we  sent  cases  to  the  Consistory  Court, 
and  those  cases  involved  much  less  ques- 
tions of  ecclesiastical  bearing  than  those 
raised  under  this  Bill.  It  is  said,  and  I 
believe  it  is  honestly  said,  that  there  is  no 
intention  of  offering  an  affront,  but  at 
any  rate  the  Bill  suggests  a  court 
which  it  is  about  as  impossible  to  expect 
the  members  of  the  Church  of  England 
to  respect  as  could  possibly  be  devised. 
In  this  connection  will  the  House  consider 
the  point  as  to  discretion,  which  is  most 
important  as  bearing  on  the  question  of 
the  constitution  of  the  court?  The 
promoters  of  the  Bill  have  not  been  willing 
to  give  the  bishop  any  discretion  as  to 
whether  proceedings  shall  be  instituted 
The  bishop  or  his  chancellor  has  to  be  in 
the  room,  what  for  I  know  not,  except  it 
be  to  tell  the  jud^e  the  meaning  of  things 
which  he  could  just  as  easily  ascertain 
from  any  ecclesiastical  dictionary.  There 
is  not  the  slightest  necessity  under  this 
Bill  for  the  presence  in  the  room  of  the 
assessor  or  the  chancellor.  But  the 
promoters  of  the  Bill  are  unwilling  to  give 
the  bishop  any  discretion  in  the  matter  of 
trial  or  any  voice  in  what  the  decision  is 
going  to  be.  They  have  not  even  given 
aiacretion  to  the  judge,  in  whom  they 
profess  to  have  so  much  confidence.     Wliy 
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not  ?  It  is  obvious  that  giving  discretion 
to  the  judge  in  such  matters  could  not 
possibly  be  approved  in  this  House.  We 
have  judges  who  are  Low  Churchmen, 
judges  who  are  High  Churchmen,  and 
some  who  have  from  time  to  time  been  in 
the  course  of  transition  from  one  faith  to 
another.  I  do  not  wonder  the  promoters 
saw  how  absurd  and  illogical  it  would  be 
to  give  discretion  on  matters  of  ritual, 
vestments,  and  practice  to  a  lay  judge 
having  one  or  other  of  the  qualifications  I 
have  mentioned.  If  the  offence,  technical, 
trivial,  trumpery,  or  absurd,  is  simply 
brought  before  the  court  by  two  persons, 
not  because  they  have  got  a  grievance, 
not  because  they  mind  the  practice,  but 
because  they  dislike  the  man  or  some- 
thing else,  and  they  can  prove  some 
technical  offence  against  him,  the  judge 
must  make  the  order  against  him,  and 
that  order  must  be  carried  out.  I  come 
to  the  point  which  my  honourable 
friend  did  not  mention — that  is,  the 
question  ,of  punishment.  The  judge  is 
obliged  to  make  the  order,  the  bishop  is 
obliged  to  deprive.  Neither  judge  nor 
bishop  has  any  discretion — the  man  must 
be  deprived,  and  for  a  third  offence  not 
only  deprived,  but  for  ever  prohibited 
from  officiating  in  the  Church  of  England. 
Has  ever  such  a  punishment  been  sug- 
gested for  the  meanest  criminal  in  the 
utndl  Talk  about  feelings  of  charity 
towards  the  clergy !  It  is  utterly  im- 
possible to  read  this  Bill  and  think 
that  those  who  promoted  it  can  have 
appreciated  what  the  consequences  of 
its  provisions  would  be.  It  is  not  very 
long  ago  that  we  passed  the  Clergy  Disci- 
pline Bill,  which  is  working  extremely 
well,  as  I  have  known  from  those  who 
have  been  conducting  cases  on  more  than 
one  occasion.  The  House  passed  almost 
unanimously  the  provision  in  that  Bill 
that  though  a  man  might  have  been  con- 
victed of  an  immoral  offence,  though  a 
bishop  and  Archbishop  (had  been  obliged 
to  deprive  him,  yet  the  Crown  might  par- 
don him,  or  the  Archbishop  might  allow 
him  to  take  any  preferment  in  his  diocese, 
which  he  thought  it  desirable  he  might 
hold.  Those  who  promoted  this  Bill  have 
totally  disregarded  anything  like  jus- 
tice to  the  accused.  So  ^reat  is  the 
desire  shown  to  enforce  a  ngid  law  that 

}*ufitice  has  been  completely  and  entirely 
ost  sight  of.  I  wish  now  to  say  a  word 
or  two  on  this  question  of  veto.  I  agree 
with  those  who  think  it  is  possible  that 


the  absolute  veto  may  be  for  some  pur- 
poses undesirable,  but  I  am  not  now  dis- 
cussing any  question  of  qualified  veto. 
That  is  not  a  matter  than  can  be  discussed 
to-day ;  but  I  do  respectfully  submit  to 
the  House,  for  the  reasons  that  I  have 
urged,  there  ought  to  be  some  restrictions. 
There  must  be  some  restriction  if  prose- 
cutions of  this  kind  are  going  to  be 
allowed.  I  do  not  go  back  on  what  I 
have  said  repeatedly.  You  cannot  allow 
these  common  informers  to  take  these 
proceedings  without  some  control.  Up  to 
this  moment  no  legislation  has  been  passed 
which  allows  anything  of  the  kind  with- 
out some  control.  With  whom  is  that 
control  to  be  ?  Will  anybody  who  studies 
the  question  say,  looked  at  impartially 
and  fairly,  that,  presuming  a  bishop  is  an 
honest,  God-fearing  man,  and  anxious  to 
perform  the  duties  of  his  diocese,  the 
bishop  is  not  the  man  to  exercise  control  I 
Will  anybody  suggest  a  better  official  for 
controlling  these  proceedings  than  the  man 
who  has  charge  of  the  diocese  ?  I  do  not 
ask  anyone  to  accept  my  views  of  this 
question,  but  I  will  read  to  the  House  an 
opinion  which  will  be  respected,  I  am 
sure,  and  which  will  appeal  especially  to 
the  Low  Church  party  in  the  House  : — 

"The  Bishop  of  the  diocese  cannot,  in  my 
opinion,  be  looked  upon  merely  as  a  ministerial 
officer  through  whose  hands  process  is  to  pass 
as  a  matter  of  form.  He  is  chari^ed  with  the 
oversight  of  his  diocese  and  with  a  vigilant 
attention  to  its  discipline,  and  if  discretion 
as  to  proceedings  in  respect  of  the  discipline 
of  clerks  is  to  be  reposeil  anywhere  it  is  in 
the  Bishop  that  you  would  expect  to  find  it." 

That  was  the  opinion  of  Lord  Cairns,  one 
of  the  greatest  Chancellors  England  has 
ever  had,  and  one  of  the  truest  of  Evan- 
gelical Christians.  I  can  give  honourable 
Members  the  opinions  of  other  distin- 
guished lawyers  who  have  looked  at  this 
question  impartially,  and  who  have  also 
pointed  out  that  it  is  impossible  to  leave 
the  discretion  in  other  hands  than  those 
of  the  Bishop.  I  have,  I  hope,  demon- 
strated to  the  House  the  injustice  of 
allowing  these  free  and  unrestricted  pro- 
ceedings, and  I  hope  I  have  demonstrated 
to  the  House  that  there  must  be  some 
control,  and  I  leave  it  to  the  House  to 
say  whether  they  can  suggest  any  better 
controlling  power  for  prosecutions  against 
trivial,  trumpery  offences  than  the  bishop^ 
assuming,  of  course,  that  he  is  doing  his 
duty.  I  claim  that  the  principles  of  the 
Bill  are  unjust,  unworkable,  and  are  such 
as  the  House  ought  not  to  sanction.    These 
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are  not  points  of  difiFerence,  but  they  are 
points  which,  as  the  honourable  Gentleman 
in  moving  the  Bill  said,  were  the  funda- 
mental principles  of  his  Bill.  Coming  to 
the  substance  of  the  Amendment,  let  me 
say  in  the  first  place  that  I  disclaim  alto- 
gether the  slightest  sympathy  with  that 
section  of  the  clergy,  be  it  large  or  small, 
that  declines  to  obey  the  bishops,  if  it  be 
necessary.  I  am  aware  that  some  who 
were  present  when  the  oft-quoted  resolu- 
tion was  passed,  say  it  ought  not  to  be 
construed  in  the  way  in  which  it  would 
be  viewed  by  ordinary  persons.  If  there 
be  any  class  of  the  clergy  who  wish  to  be 
a  law  unto  themselves,  and  who  will  not 
obey  the  archbishops  or  bishops  or  the  tri- 
bunal, I  have  no  part  or  lot  with  them. 
You  may  legislate  for  them,  although  you 
do  not  in  this  Bill.  But  I  come  to  what 
I  believe  to  be  the  position  of  999  out  of 
every  thousand  of  the  working  priests 
of  the  Church  of  England.  I  differ  with 
great  respect  from  the  language  used  by 
the  honourable  Member  who  moved  the 
Bill,  that  there  was  a  considerable  section 
in  open  revolt,  who  desired  to  undo  the 
work  of  the  Reformation.  I  believe  it  to 
be  a  small  section,  a  section  diminishing 
daily.  But  it  is  not  necessary  to  enter 
into  controversial  matters  upon  that,  be- 
cause I  say  if  there  is  a  section  who  are 
determined  to  disobey  the  bishops  I  have 
no  lot  with  them.  But  what  is  the  other 
position  1  What  has  been  called  the 
crisis  in  the  Church  is,  I  venture  to  say, 
an  agitation  prompted  with  the  very  best 
motives.  Since  it  set  in,  the  bishops  have 
been  searching  through  their  dioceses  and 
have  been  endeavouring  to  see  to  what 
extent  illegal  practices  prevailed.  The 
right  honourable  Gentleman,  the  Member 
for  West  Monmouth,  says  the  bishops 
have  been  misguided  in  the  past,  and  that 
they  have  not  done  their  duty  in  the 
past,  but  I  am  speaking  not  of  the  past 
but  of  to-day.  No  one  will  get  up  and 
charge  any  bishop  with  neglect  of  his 
duty  to-day.  If  anyone  dissents  from 
that,  I  suggest  we  ought  to  have  the 
name  of  the  bishop  from  those  who  may 
not  have  as  much  interest  in  the  Church 
as  we  have.  I  take  the  position  that  the 
bishops  are  endeavouring  to  put  down 
illegal  practices  in  their  dioceses.  As  to 
the  so-called  arbitration  tribunal,  what 
the  Archbishop  said  was  that  he  should 
give  an  independent  judgment ;  as  the 
Archbishop  did.  This  tribunal  has  met 
with    the    authority    of   the   Bishop    of 

Sir  Richwrd  Webster, 


London  on  the  one  side  and  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  Church  who  were  stated 
to  have  broken  the  law  on  the  other,  both 
being  represented  by  counsel,  and  pre- 
sided over  by  the  two  Archbishops.  I 
decline  to  believe  that  any  considerable 
section  of  the  Church  will  refuse  to  obey 
the  award  and  decision  of  the  tribunal  so 
constituted.  I  care  not  whether  you  call  it 
an  arbitration  or  a  legal  court.  We  know 
perfectly  well  that  the  representatives  of 
the  High  Church — I  do  not  mean  the 
Romanising  portion — have  constantly  said 
they  would  obey  the  ecclesiastical  au- 
thority. The  Bishop  of  Lincoln  has 
publicly 'stated  that  whatever  the  Arch- 
bishops decided  he  would  certainly  obey. 
The  bishops  are  endeavouring  to  do  their 
best.  We  are  in  the  presence  of  a  very 
high  ecclesiastical  tribunal,  who  are  en- 
gaged in  deciding  some  vexed  questions, 
and  is  this  the  time  when  we  ought  to 
rush  into  litigation  ?  Upon  this  particular 
point  the  right  honourable  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Monmouth  and  I  are 
entirely  at  one  as  to  the  undesirabilty  and 
the  non-necessity  at  the  present  time  of 
legislation  for  dealing  with  this  matter. 
The  House  will  remember  that  recently 
the  Archbishops  of  Canterbury  and  of 
York  made  a  pronouncement,  and  my 
right  honourable  friend  declared  that  they 
had  confessed  judgment." 


(( 


Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.) :  What  I  meant  was 
that  they  made  pronouncements,  and  no 
obedience  was  given  to  them. 

Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER:  Imme- 
diately after  using  that  language  the  right 
honourable  Gentleman  goes  into  print, 
and  wrote  a  letter  to  Tne  Times  on  the 
29th  December,  in  which  he  said  : 

"  I  heartily  trust  this  pronouncement  of  the 
bishops  may  be  accepted  without  resistance. 
If  it  oe  so  all  will  be  well.  If  it  is  not,  the 
means  necessary  to  give  effect  to  it  are  not 
wanting.  I  have  never  advocated  fresh  legis- 
lation.  I  regard  it  as  superfluous.  The  Uiw 
as  it  stands  is  amply  sufficient  if  it  is  only 
properly  employed  by  those  whose  duty  it  is  to 
enforce  it.  The  bishops  cannot  neglect  their 
own  prohibitions  or  veto  their  own  Mhesta." 

The  point  which  I  am  making  is  this,  that 
if  we  are  to  assume  honesty  on  the  part  of 
the  bishops — if  we  are  to  assume  they  did 
mean  what  they  said  a  few  weeks  ago — 
then  the  right  honourable  Gentleman 
opposite  says  there  is  no  necessity  for 
further  legislation. 
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Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  That 
was  written  four  months  ago. 

Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER :  Well,  we 
shall,  no  doubt,  have  the  privilege  of 
hearing  the  right  honourable  Gentleman. 
We  have  not  yet  heard  from  anyone  that 
the  state  of  things  is  worse  to-day  than  it 
was  on  the  29th  of  December,  1898,  and  I 
think  many  of  us  are  satisfied  that  in  a 
great  many  dioceses  many  things  to  which 
exception  has  been  taken  have  at  the 
request  of  the  bishops  been  put  an  end  to 
without  any  sort  of  trial  at  all.  There  is 
another  leading  Low  Churchman — per- 
haps I  ought  not  to  call  the  right  honour- 
able Gentleman  a  Low  Churchman ;  I 
don't  know  quite  what  he  is  in  that 
respect — but,  at  all  events,  one  leading 
Low  Churchman,  Lord  Grimthorpe,  has 
said  not  only  that  this  is  an  impossible 
Bill,  but  that  even  a  second  reading  Vote 
on  it  will  do  more  harm  than  good.  The 
honourable  Grentleman  who  moved  the 
second  reading  suggested  that  it  was  absurd 
to  ask  for  time.  Well,  we  don't  aisk  for 
time  in  the  sense  of  palliating  the  offences 
or  anything  of  that  kind.  What  we  ask 
is  time  to  see  whether  the  right  honour- 
able Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Monmouth  is  not  perfectly  right  in  saying 
that  the  existing  law  is  amply  strong 
enough  to  deal  with  this  matter.  At  any 
rate,  whether  we  are  right  or  wrong  in 
that  view,  it  is  an  additional  reason  for 
not  passing  such  a  Bill  as  the  House  is 
asked  to  assent  to  this  afternoon.  I  am 
aware  that  in  dealing  with  this  case  I 
have  not  referred  to  all  the  arguments 
that  occur  to  one's  mind,  but  I  hope 
in  putting  the  points  against  this  Bill 
to  the  House  I  have  used  no  expression 
that  can  arouse  just  resentment,  if  I  have 
done  so  I  am  sure  I  withdraw  and 
apologise  for  it.  May  I  before  I  sit  down 
be  allowed  to  say  exactly  how  this  matter 
strikes  me,  not  as  an  opponent  of  this 
Bill  merely,  but  as  a  Member  of  this 
House,  and  as  a  lay  member  of  the 
Church  of  England.  I  recognise  that 
this  agitation  has  been  largely  prompted 
by  the  best  motives.  It  is  obvious  that 
it  has  been  taken  advantage  of  by  some 
persons  who  have  not  got  merely  the 
interests  of  the  Church  at  heart.  I  am 
not  to-day  arguing  with  those,  and  I  am 
not  going  to  approach  the  question  from 
that  point  of  view.  It  may  be  that  it 
has  been  brought  home  to  some  that  there 
exists  a  section — ^personally  I  believe  an 


infinitesimal  section — who,  under  the 
cloak  of  their  orders,  are  striving  to 
Romanise  the  Church.  No  language 
could  be  too  strong  to  speak  of  the  con- 
duct of  such  men.  It  may  have  been 
shown  that  there  is  another  small  section 
determined  to  defy  the  bishops  and  arch- 
bishops, and  to  acknowledge  no  law  except 
the  law  they  are  unto  themselves.  From 
them  I  have  already  dissociated  myself, 
and  I  have  shown  that  I  have  no  sympathy 
with  them  whatever.  But  if  these  two 
small  sections  do  exist,  I  believe  the  result 
of  this  agitation  or  crisis — whatever  you  call 
it — will  be  that  the  Church  will  be  able 
to  purge  itself  of  those  two  sections,  and 
from  that  point  of  view  I,  as  a  Church- 
man, shall  be  only  too  glad  of  such  a  con- 
sequence; and  then,  I  am  sure,  in  the 
purer,  brighter  light,  the  beacon  of  the 
Church  wul  guide  many  who  have  been 
tempest-tossed  to  the  haven  where  only 
they  can  find  rest.  It  is  because  I  am 
convinced  that  this  Bill,  instead  of  pour- 
ing oil  on  the  waters,  will  bring  about 
discord  and  division,  and  bear  as  harshly 
on  the  loyal  as  on  the  disloyal,  that  I  ask 
the  House  to  reject  the  second  reading,  and 
it  is  because  I  believe  my  Am€\nament 
embodies  the  statesmanlike  plan  suggested 
by  the  true  interests  of  the  Church  of 
England,  that  I  ask  the  House  to  consider 
it. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  T(»  leave  out  from  the  word  '  that/  to  the 
e'ld  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
*  this  House,  while  not  prepared  to  accept  a 
measure  which  creates  fresh  offences  and 
ignores  the  authority  of  the  bishops  in  main- 
taining the  discipline  of  the  Church,  is  of 
opinion  that,  if  the  efforts  now  being  made  by 
the  archbishops  and  bishops  to  secure  the  due 
obedience  of  the  clergy  are  not  speedily 
effectual,  further  legislation  will  be  rec^uired 
to  maintain  the  observance  of  the  existing 
Laws  of  Church  and  Realm.'" — {Mr,  Attorney- 
Getieral') 

Question  proposed — 

"  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  oat 
stand  part  of  the  Question." 

♦Mr.  CHANNING  (Northampton,  E.) : 
I  venture  to  traverse  the  attitude  which 
the  honourable  and  learned  Member  has 
taken  up,  and  to  traverse  it,  in  the  sense 
of  his  last  words,  in  the  interests  of  the 
peace  of  the  Church,  in  the  interest  of  a 
settlement  of  the  question,  and  in  the 
interests  of  the  principles  of  the  Reforma- 
tion, which  the  people  of  this  country  are 
looking  to  Parliament  to  vindicate  at  the 
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earliest  hour.  I  am  not  here  to  defend 
or  to  explain  the  defects  of  the  Bill  before 
the  House.  I  am  not  prepared,  and  do 
not  think  it  necessary,  to  enter  upon  all 
the  legal  points  which  have  been  raised 
by  the  learned  Attorney-General ;  but  an 
experience  of  thirteen  or  fourteen  years 
of  the  House  convinces  me  that  if  Parlia- 
ment once  accepted  the  broad  principle  of 
a  Bill,  the  House  is  fully  competent  to 
overcome  any  trivial  legal  or  other  diffi- 
culties of  detail  such  as  have  been  pointed 
out.  The  honourable  and  learned  Mem- 
ber has  referred  to  the  question  of  costs, 
and  gave  away  his  argument  the  moment 
after  by  admitting  that  it  was  the  right 
of  bodies  of  laymen  who  wish  to  carry 
out  or  vindicate  great  principles,  for  which 
they  had  made  great  sacrifices,  to  meet 
the  costs  of  prosecutions  to  vindicate  the 
law  of  the  Church.  The  Attorney-General 
has  spoken  of  the  Court  proposed  in  the 
Bill  as  one  that  it  would  be  absurd  to 
expect  the  clergy  to  consent  to  appear 
before.  Surely,  the  honourable  and 
learned  Gentleman,  in  so  saying,  was 
setting  a  most  pernicious  example  to  the 
people  and  clergy  of  this  country  !  Does 
he  not  know  that  at  the  present  time 
the  Crown  and  the  Law  Courts  had 
as  much  behind  them  the  sanction  of 
Convocation  as  they  had  the  authority  of 
Parliament  and  the  State  ?  The  honour- 
able and  learned  Gentleman,  in  referring 
to  what  he  called  the  arbitration  tribunal 
now  sitting  at  Lambeth,  was  rather 
stretching  his  language  when  he  spoke  of 
it  as  a  tribunal,  for  it  was  only  two  days 
ago  I  saw  a  letter  from  a  parishioner  of 
St.  Cuthbert's  who  had  applied  for  a 
hearing  before  the  Archbishop  for  those 
who  were  aggrieved,  and  the  Archbishop 
absolutely  refused  to  hear  them,  while  it 
was  well  known  that  Mr.  Kensit  had  been 
refused  a  hearing  on  the  ground  that  it 
was  no  court  or  tribunal.  This  was  a 
vital  question  for  the  people  of  this 
country,  and  I  do  not  think  any  question 
has  stirred  the  hearts  of  people  so  pro- 
foundly within  my  recollection.  The 
discussion  of  these  questions  has  been 
bringing  the  people  to  a  true  sense  of 
their  position.  Attempts  are  being  made 
to  draw  red  herrings  across  their  path, 
but,  in  spite  of  this,  the  people  felt  the 
absolute  necessity  of  dealing  finally  with 
the  whole  matter.  This  is  no  party  ques- 
tion. So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  would 
rend  all  party  ties,  in  order  to  support 
the  cause  which  this  Bill  strives  to  pro- 
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mote ;  and  I  am  sure  the  people  of  this 
country  will  feel  profound  dissatisfaction 
that  when  the  House  has  arrived  at  a 
moment  when  they  can  come  to  business, 
we  are  asked  to  depart  from  what  seems 
the  clear  line  of  duty.  What  did  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  say  when  he 
went  down  to  Bristol  ?  I  do  not  know 
whether  he  was  driven  to  it  by  the 
eloquent  letters  of  my  right  honourable 
friend  the  Member  for  West  Monmouth- 
shire, or  the  still  more  eloquent  demonstra- 
tion of  the  feelings  of  the  people  of  his  own 
shade  of  politics  all  over  the  country 
during  the  past  month,  but  he  said  at 
Bristol  that  we  were  all  Protestants,  that 
it  was  the  plain  right  of  every  member  of 
the  Church  of  England  to  have  a  service 
in  accordance  with  the  Prayer  Book  of 
the  Church.  It  was  not  merely  the  duty 
of  the  bishops,  but  "  We,  the  Protestant 
laity  of  the  Church  have  our  responsi- 
bilities." It  was  our  duty  to  see  that 
the  law  of  the  Church  should  be  carried 
out  which  guarantees  the  services  of  the 
Church  of  England  without  interpola- 
tion or  mutilation  or  alteration.  The  laity 
should  do  their  duty  on  this  question,  and 
the  Member  for  the  Exchange  Division — 
whom  I  heartily  congratulate  on  the 
extremely  able  and  temperate  speech  he 
has  made — is  manfully  doing  his  duty  as 
a  layman  of  the  Church  of  England  in 
bringing  before  Parliament  this  subject^ 
and  affording  this  House  an  opportunity 
of  making  a  pronouncement  upon  this 
question.  The  whole  of  this  matter 
depends  upon  the  actual  issues  of  this 
Bill.  Those  issues  were  broad,  and  simple, 
and  were  intended  to  vindicate  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  Eeformation.  The  simplest 
statement  of  these  principles  was  that  it 
was  the  right  of  the  laity,  through  the 
Crown,  the  Courts,  and  through  Parlia- 
ment, to  have  a  voice  in  the  settlement 
of  Church  affairs,  and  that  the  Eoman 
ideas  of  the  Mass  and  the  Confessional 
should  be  expunged  from  the  practices  and 
doctrines  of  the  Church  of  En|^land. 
We  are  asked  to  wait  to  see  if  the  bishops 
will  vindicate  the  law.  I  want  to  know 
whether  we  have  any  guarantee  what- 
ever that  the  bishops  are  likely  to  act 
in  a  sense  which  alone  would  justify 
the  adoption  of  the  Amendment  of  the 
honourable  and  learned  Gentleman.  What 
is  the  attitude  of  the  Archbishop  of 
Canterbury?  I  was  very  much  struck 
with  the  correspondence  some  months 
ago  between  the  Archbishop  of  Canter- 
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bury  and  a  gentleman  of  whom  I  know 

nothing,  Mr.  Ferryman,  who  wrote  saying 

that  he  was  not  allowed  to  receive  the 

Communion  in  the  ordinary  form  of  bread, 

and  that  wafer  bread  was  forced  upon 

him.     He   wrote   a    very    proper  letter, 

making  a  complaint,  in  respectful  terms, 

to  the   Archbishop,    which   was   replied 

to  in  this  sense  : — 

"  It  Beems  to  me  that  you  are  making  a  great 
deal  too  much  of  an  unimjiortant  matter. 

and  again 

**  to  tolerate  Ijotii  sides  is  a  very  common  mode 
of  putting  an  end  to  a  quarrel. 

The  Archbishop  very  naturally  went 
into  the  historical  arguments  with  regard 
to  the  use  of  unleavened  bread,  which  I 
will  not  now  bring  before  the  House. 
There  was  not  one  word  to  indicate  that 
the  use  of  wafer  bread  was  absolutely 
illegal,  according  to  the  decisions  of  the 
Privy  Council,  and  could  not  be  allowed 
in  any  church,  or  any  recognition  that  it 
was  the  duty  of  the  Archbishop  to  vindi- 
cate the  rights  of  the  laity  in  regard  to 
this  matter.  This  gentleman  wrote  again 
to  point  out  to  the  Archbishop  that  the 
decisions  in  the  Purchas  and  Clifton  cases 
had  established  the  illegality  of  this  prac- 
tice, and  the  Archbishop  then  replied : — 

"  In  mv  letter  to  you  I  did  not  enter  into 
the  question  of  legality." 

It  seems  to  me  that  there  we  have 
exactly  the  is.sue  which  they  wanted  to 
raise  presented  in  a  clear  and  concrete 
form.  That  is  the  judicial  frame  of  mind 
we  are  invited  to  trust  in  the  decision  of 
vital  and  essential  questions  of  Church 
doctrine  and  ritual.  I  ventiure  to  say  that 
that  is  the  crucial  question  of  the  necessity 
of  a  Bill  like  this.  The  Member  for  the 
Exchange  Division  spoke  of  the  Children's 
Eucharists,  which  have  become  so  great 
an  abuse,  of  masses  for  the  dead,  reserva- 
tion of  the  elements,  and  several  ques- 
tions of  that  kind.  I  should  like  to  refer 
to  only  one  case,  and  that  is  the  action  of 
the  Bishop  of  London  in  gi\4ng  the  benefice 
of  St,  Barnabas,  Pimlico,  to  the  Hon.  and 
Rev.  Hanbury  Tracy.  The  Bishops  had 
come  to  an  a1>solutely  unanimous  decision 
that  certain  acts  and  practices  were  to  be 
condemned  and  prohibited  in  the  Church. 
That  was  done  in  the  month  of  December, 
and  the  Bishop  of  Bath  and  Wells  en- 
deavoiured  to  enforce  those  decisions  in 
his  diocese.  Several  of  the  clergy  behaved 
in  a  most  disoi-derly  and  riotous  way,  and 
refused  obedience  to  the  unanimous  de- 
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I  cision  of  the  bishops  against  the  reserva- 
I  tion  of  the  Sacramental  elements.  One 
of  these  clergymen  who  refused  was  the 
Hon.  and  liev.  Hanbury  Tracy,  who  had 
directly  set  himself  in  defiance  of  the 
unanimous  decision  of  the  whole  bench 
of  bishops,  which  had  only  been  arrivenl 
at  a  few  weeks  before.  He  had  to  resign 
his  li%4ng  owing  to  the  position  in  which 
he  was  placed,  but  he  was  afterwards 
given  the  living  of  St.  Barnabas  by  the 
Bishop  of  London  to  do  as  he  liked  with, 
although  he  had  defied  alisolutely  and 
refused  to  obev  the  decisions  of  the  whole 
bench  of  bishops,  to  which  of  course  the 
Bishop  of  London  was  himself  a  ])iirt,y. 
The  honourable  and  learned  Gentleman 
opposite  has  referred  to  great  legal 
authorities  upon  the  subject,  and  I  wonder 
why  he  did  not  quote  the  words  of  Lord 
Chief  Justice  Coleridge  on  the  Kitual 
Commission  in  1883,  when  he  declared 

"The  active  interference  of  the  bishops  to 
prevent  the  law  of  the  land  being  enfonted 
against  clergymen  who  had  deliberately  broken 
it,wasindefeni$ible  in  theory,  and  was  r>eeo!ning 
intolerable  in  practice." 

The  late  Lord  Selborne,  one  of  the  most 
eminent  of  High  Churchmen  as  well  as  of 
legal  authorities,  again  and  again  dwelt 
upon  the  absolute  necessity  of  obedience 
to  the  Courts  of  the  land  and  the  right 
of  the  Crown,  as  representing  the  laity  of 
the  country,  to  deal  with  these  questions 
and  insist  upon  putting  an  end  to  this 
attitude  of  general  defiance  to  the  decisions 
of  the  Courts  of  the  land,  unhappily  shown 
by  Ritualistic  clergy.  I  have  just  re- 
ceived a  communication  from  a  clergyman 
whom  I  respect  for  his  good  work,  in 
which  he  avowed  in  the  frankest  possi- 
ble way  that  he  would  pay  no  attention 
to  any  decision  of  the  Courts  whatsoever. 
That  no  doubt  is  the  attitude  of  thousands 
of  clergymen  at  the  present  time,  and 
this  is  being  ])rought  about,  as  the  Bishop 
of  AVorcester  has  shown,  by  the  stciidy. 
Romanising  processes  in  the  theological 
colleges.  The  real  truth  is  that  the  clergy 
of  the  present  day  are  imbibing  their 
religious  doctrines  at  these  theological 
colleges.  The  Bishop  of  Worcester  in 
one  of  his  charges  last  Autumn  referred 
to  a  conversation  he  had  with  one 
of  these  young  candidates  for  ordina- 
tion. He  asked  him  what  he  had 
read,  and  the  reply  was  **  I  have  read 
Pusey  and  extracts  from  Pusey,"  and 
*•  nothing  else."  The  bishops  have  ]>een 
j  for  years  neglecting  their  dut  v  in  reference 
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to  the  education  given  in  these  colleges. 
The  late  Prime  Minister,  Mr.  Gladstone, 
and  Lord  Salisbury  have  again  and  again 
appointed  men  who  had  connived  at  this 
sort  of  thing,  which  had  largely  brought 
about   these  evils  in  the  Church.     I  do 
not  think  my  honourable  friend  is  wrong 
in  asking  the  House  to  pass    a  Bill  of 
this  kind.     I  think  he  is   quite  right  in 
insisting  that  the  time  for  action  should 
not    be     indefinitely    and    interminably 
postponed.     The  late  Archbishop  of  York 
in   1874,  when   Bishop  of  Peterborough, 
declared   that  he  did    not  believe   they 
could  govern  the  Church  by  connivance 
of  the  bishops,  nor    did  he  believe    the 
Church   could   be  governed   by  a  mere 
feeble  Congregationalism.  We  all  remem- 
ber a  recent  speech  of  the  First  Lord  of 
the   Treasury,  in  which   he    gave   some 
idea  of  this  S3^stem  of  Congregationalism, 
but   I   advise  him    to    read    again    this 
speech   of  the  most  robust  and  manly  of 
English  Bishops,  who  condemned  all  these 
feeble,  transient,  and  ridiculous  modes  of 
dealing  with  the  difficulties  of  the  Church. 
I  hope  on  this  great  occasion — the  only 
occasion  this  Session  on  which  the  House 
will  have  the  opportunity  of  dealing  with 
this  vital  issue,  and  which  the  people  have 
implored    us  to   deal    with — the   House 
would  endeavour  to  put  some  pressure 
even  now  on  the  Government  to  assent  to 
the  second  reading  of  this  Bill  in  order 
to    show    that     this     is     not     a     mere 
question    of    words,     a     mere    question 
ef    time,   but   that  it   is    a    question  of 
a])solute  loyalty  to  history,  to  the  law  of 
the  Church  and  to  the  Constitution,  and 
that  we  intend   to   legislate '  in   order  to 
carry   out    a    proper  management    and 
administration  of  the  Church.      This  is 
an  unique  opportunity.     If  it  is  lost,   if 
the  Government  persist  in  the  mistaken 
policy  of  dwelling  upon  comparative  trifles, 
which  the  honourable  and  learned  Member 
knew  he  could  wipe  out  of  the  Bill  in  half 
an  hour,  instead  of  considering  the  ques- 
tion on  which  the  people  are  demanding 
a  decision  from  that  House,  the  respon- 
sibility must  rest  with  the  Ministry.    Let 
the  Government  by  this  step  affirm  the 
principle  of  early  legislation.     Let  them 
show  that  they  mean  to  provide  an  eflfective 
remedy  and  not  acquiesce  in  the  undigni- 
fied farce  now  being  enacted  at  Lambeth, 
and, let  us  have  a  manly,  straightforward 
>'."»t3  on   the  issue  whether  there   should 
bt    legislation  to  check  these  abuses  or 
not. 

Mr,  Channing, 


*SiR  JOHN    KENNAWAY    (Devon, 
Honiton)  said  that  whatever  was  to  be 
the  outcome  of  the  debate  and  subsequent 
Division,  they  were  all  agreed  that  the  voice 
of  Parliament  should  find  expression  at  the 
present  crisis  of  the  Church  as  to  the 
course  which  ought  to  be  pursued.    As  an 
Evangelical  Churchman  it  was  his  earnest 
hope  that  the  line  taken  by  the  Attorney- 
General  would  be  followed,  and  that  the 
House    would    say,     however    much    it 
sympathises  with  the  motives   of  those 
who  had  brought  forward  this  BUI,  that 
it   was,  as  pronounced  by   Lord   Grim- 
thorpe,  an  impossible  BiU,  and  one   to 
which  they  could  not  give  their  assent. 
Since    this    crisis    became    acute,    since 
through   the   action,   on   which  he    pro- 
nounced no  opinion,  of  Mr.  Kensit,  it  was 
evident  the  matter  must  be  dealt  with. 
Parliament  had  been  asked  on  three  occa- 
sions  to   pronounce   an   opinion  on   the 
matter.    Last  year,  when  the  proposal  was 
made  to  include  discipline  in  the  Benefices 
Bill,  the  House  decided  that  it  was  not  the 
right  time  or  place.    It  was  brought  for- 
ward as  an  Amendment  to  the  Address, 
when  they  were  asked  to  say  that  it  was 
the  duty  of  the  Government  to  bring  for- 
ward legislation,  and  that  the  Government 
was  to  be  censured  because  the  subject  was 
not  mentioned  in  the   Queen's  Speech. 
The  House,  however,  clearly  declined  to 
follow  that  lead.     Again,  they  had  had 
it  oh  the  motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Walsall,  who  departed   rather  from  the 
motion  he  had  made  but  amended  so  as 
to  affirm  the  necessity  of  obedience  as  a 
condition  precedent  to  promotion.     There 
was   then    a    remarkable   expression    of 
opinion  by  the  House.     His  noble  friend 
the  Member  for  Gravesend  then  gave  him- 
self over  into  the  hands  of  his  foes,  for  the 
House,  by  an  overwhelming  majority  of 
211,  affirmed  the  necessity  of  the  obedience 
of  the  clergy  to  the  law.     There  could  be 
no  doubt  that  the  country  expected  some 
further  steps  should  be  taken,  and  that 
day  had  ])een  looked  forward   to  more 
eagerly    than    any    debate     on     which 
the     House    had     been     engaged     this 
session.    Outside,   the   people   had  been 
moved     in     a     most     marvellous    way, 
and   it    was   no  secret    that  inside  the 
House  hon.  Members  had  never  been  so 
much  disturbed,  perplexed,  and  he  might 
almost  say  persecuted  by  one  side  or  the 
other,  as  on  the  present  occasion.     There 
were  several  classes  who  had  to  be  con- 
sidered.    There  were  earnest  people  who 
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had  set  their  hopes  on  this  Bill,  as  likely 
to  turn  wrong  into  right,  and  to  purify 
the  Church  of  England  by  the  drastic 
measures  proposed  in  it.  His  sympathies 
were  with  their  motives.  But  there  was  a 
CTeat  body  of  quiet  Churchmen,  also  much 
disturbed,  who  thought  that  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill  would  be  a  great  danger, 
and  that  the  old  principles  of  Church  go- 
vernment would  be  entirely  departed  from. 
There  was  another  class — and  he  was  one 
of  them — who  had  looked  forward  to 
that  day  with  intense  anxiety,  and  who 
believed  that  unless  they  were  rightly 
guided  in  this  matter,  friends  of  the 
Church  would  be  found  in  different 
lobbies,  and  great  damage  would  be  done 
to  the  cause  all  wanted  to  advance.  Till 
last  night,  when  the  Attorney-General 
gave  notice  of  his  Amendment,  there 
seemed  little  way  out  of  the  difficulty. 
To  vote  "  Aye  "  or  "  No  "  on  this  Bill, 
would  be  utterly  misleading,  because 
many  who  sympathised  with  the  motives 
and  objects  which  lay  behind  it,  and  were 
equally  alive  to  the  dangers,  and  equally 
anxious  to  find  a  right  way  to  meet 
them,  would  have  been  obliged  to  vote 
against  it.  He  thought  the  zeal  of  their 
friends  from  the  north  had  landed  them 
in  a  very  ^reat  difficulty.  He  knew  of 
two  cases  m  which  they  had  refused  to 
take  counsel  with  men  who  would  have 
brought  in  a  Bill  which  would  have  com- 
manded the  assent  of  the  House.  But 
they  chose  to  go  their  own  way.  After 
this  discussion,  he  thought  they  might 
come  to  something  like  a  unanimous 
decision.  If  the  mover  of  the  Bill  would 
accept  the  Attorney-Generars  Amend- 
ment, the  Protestant  cause  would  be 
helped  very  greatly,  far  more  than  by 
voting  against  it.  They  would  strengthen 
the  hands  of  the  Bishops  to  go  forward  with 
the  action  which  he  knew  they  were  taking 
in  many  dioceses  by  earnest  personal 
appeals.  He  believed  that  in  many 
cases  the  Bishops  were  earnestly  striving 
to  do  their  duty.  He  wished  to  make 
one  correction  of  a  statement  his  hon. 
friend  passed  in  regard  to  the  appoint- 
ment recently  made  by  the  Bishop  of 
London.  He  was  informed  on  the  author- 
ity of  the  Bishop  from  whose  diocese 
Mr.  Hanbury-Tracy  came  that  the  offer 
was  made  to  him  some  time  before  the 
protest  and  act  of  insubordination  to 
which  so  much  attention  had  been 
called.  He  was  sure  the  honourable 
Gentleman  would  accept  the  assurance. 


Let  the  Amendment  be  accepted  as  a 
declaration  of  the  feeling  and  intention  of 
the  House  and  a  pledge  from  the  Govern- 
ment that,  given  time  for  episcopal 
action,  legislation  must  follow.  He 
deprecated  litigation  as  an  interruption 
and  hindrance  to  the  real  work  of  the 
Church,  and  reminded  those  who  were  so 
ready  to  resort  to  law  that  the  decisions 
of  the  Privy  Council  on  the  question  of 
vestments  were  conflicting,  and  asked  his 
Evangelical  friends  how  they  woidd  re- 
ceive a  decision  that  Eucharistic  vest- 
ments were  compulsory.  Litigation 
should  be  the  last  recourse.  The  veto  of 
the  Bishops  should  be  modified,  not 
abolished ;  and  on  the  question  of  depri- 
vation all  that  was  necessary  was  to  make 
clear  the  power  of  the  Court  under  the 
Church  Discipline  Act,  1840.  The  Privy 
Council  had  laid  down  in  the  GU>rham 
case  that  it  had  no  jurisdiction  to  settle 
matters  of  faith  or  determine  particular 
doctrines,  but  only  to  say  whether 
practices  were  repugnant  to  the  law  of 
the  Church ;  and  the  Commission  of  1881 
proceeded  on  the  right  assumption  that 
every  subject  of  the  Crown  who  felt 
aggrieved  by  a  decision  of  an  ecclesias- 
tical Court  had  an  indefeasible  right  to 
approach  the  Queen  with  a  representation 
that  justice  had  not  been  done,  and  of 
that  right,  no  ecclesiastical  Court  could 
deprive  him.  A  Bill  on  such  lines  would 
have  a  very  different  reception  to  the 
Bill  which  they  were  discussing. 
But  the  real  remedy  was  not  to  be  found 
in  recourse  to  the  Courts,  but  in  the 
encouragement  of  a  law-abiding  spirit. 
Legislation  would  never  touch  the  root 
of  the  mischief,  and  ritualistic  ceremonies 
and  practices  were  only  symptoms  of 
graver  questions  behind,  only  to  be  dealt 
with  by  a  higher  Power.  He  earnestly 
appealed  to  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  to 
be  content  with  the  great  success  they 
would  achieve  by  the  passing  of  the 
Amendment,  which  would  not  accentuate 
division  of  opinion  in  the  Church  and 
which  embodied  a  declaration  and 
pledge  satisfactory  to  earnest  Churchmen. 
Let  them  not  hurry.  The  matter  was  too 
grave  to  be  hurried.  Let  time  be  given 
to  the  officers  of  the  Church  to  do  their 
duty,  and  as  it  was  admitted  that  legisla- 
tion was  and  must  be  necessary,  the 
object  of  the  Bill  would  be  advanced  not 
one  step  but  several  step  if  the  Amend- 
ment were  affirmed  by  the  almost  unani- 
mous vote  of  the  House.     The  opposite 
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result  would  be  that  the  Protestant  party 
would  be  split  in  two.  He  appealed  to 
honourable  Members  to  remember  that 
they  were  not  merely  delegates  but  loyal 
men  and  Churchmen,  desiring  only  what 
wasbest.  It  was  because  he  believed  that 
the  Bill  would  disturb  and  distress  beyond 
measure  the  Moderate  Churchmen,  would 
swell  the  ranks  of  the  Ritualists,  would  re- 
joice the  hearts  of  those  who  were  eager 
for  Disestablishment,  and  would  split  their 
grand  old  Church  asunder,  that  he  would 
earnestly  support  the  Amendment. 

*Mr.  J.  W.  MELLOR  (York,  W.R, 
Sowerby)  thought  it  was  desirable  that 
some  remedy  should  be  found  for  the 
present  remarkable  state  of  things.  His 
right  honourable  friend  who  had  just  sat 
down  had  said  that  we  ought  to  encourage 
a  law-abiding  spirit ;  he  had  always  found 
that  the  best  way  to  do  that  was,  to  pro- 
vide an  effective  remedy  to  prevent  it. 
Then  the  Attorney-General  told  them  that 
the  Bishops  were  a  very  earnest  body  of 
men  who  were  searching  their  dioceses  for 
cases  of  infringement  of  the  law,  and  then 
he  went  on  to  say  that  the  Bishops  were 
doing  their  work  well,  and  he  objected  to 
any  interference  with  their  veto,  and  also 
said  any  such  interference  at  the  present 
time  would  be  most  detrimental.  Accor- 
ding to  the  opinion  of  the  Attorney-General 
things  were  going  remarkably  well ;  there 
were  a  few,  he  said,  who  were  not  obeying 
the  law,  but  he  seemed  to  think  that  the 
Bishops  would  soon  put  an  end  to  that. 
If  things  were  going  on  so  well,  how  was 
it  that  m  the  opinion  of  the  Government 
further  legislation  might  be  necessary  ?  If 
the  Attorney-General  is  right,  instead  of 
the  extraoniinary  and  vague  Amendment 
they  had  heard,  surely  he  ought  to  move 
that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  this 
day  six  months.  What  was  the  legislation 
that  was  to  be  expected  if  the  Bishops 
did  not  succeed  in  ^.heir  efforts'?  The 
Attorney-General  nexdr  told  them  or 
made  a  suggestion  or\  indeed  explained 
in  any  sense  the  nature  of  the  legislation 
that  they  were  to  expect.  They  were 
absolutely  in  the  dark.  He  could  not 
help  thinking  the  Attorney-General  and 
the  Gk)vemment  must  make  a  more  care- 
ful examination  of  this  matter.  The 
Amendment  said — 

"That  this  House,  while  not  prepared  to 
accei>t  a  measure  which  creates  fresh  offences 
and  ignores  the  authority  of  the  bishops  in 
maintaining  discipline  in  the  Church,  is  of 

Sir  John  Kennaway. 


opinion  that  if  the  efforts  now  being  made  by 
the  archbishops  and  bishops  to  secure  due  diB- 
cipline  are  not  speedily  enectual  further  legis- 
lation will  be  required  to  obtain  the  obeerv- 
ance  of  the  existing  laws  of  the  Church  and 
realm." 

At  what  date  did  the  Attorney-General 
expect  that  the  efforts  that  were  being 
made  would  be  effectual  ?  They  had  had 
60  years  or  more  of  time  in  which  to 
secure  obedience  to  the  law.  Disobedience 
began  in  1834,  when  it  was  introduced 
by  Dr.  Pusey  and  Dr.  Newman.  They 
had  been  told  over  and  over  again  that 
the  Bishops  would  speedily  find  a 
remedy.  It  is  obvious  that  either  the 
Bishops  are  unwilling  to  act  or  that  they 
want  greater  powers,  and  those  this  Bill 
affords.  What  then  did  the  Amendment 
mean  by  saying  "  that  if  the  efforts  now 
being  made  are  not  speedily  effectual  "T 
Did  It  mean  at  the  end  of  this  year  or  at 
the  end  of  ten  years,  or  was  the  thing  to 

fo  on  increasing  for  another  60  years? 
'he  number  of  churches  in  which  the 
teaching  of  false  doctrine  and  Ritualism 
prevailed,  had  increased  from  two  churches 
in  1834  to  between  7,000  and  8,000  at 
the  present  time,  and  they  could  see 
evidences  all  round  that  so  lar  from  this 
diminishing,  it  was  rampant.  He  was 
sorry  to  have  to  say  it,  but  the  lawless 
clergy  had  succeeded  in  capturing,  not 
only  many  of  the  primary  schools,  but 
also  many  of  the  boarding  schools.  He 
appealed  to  the  House  whether  in  the 
circumstances  some  legislation  was  not 
necessary.  He  did  npt  wish  to  do  any- 
thing unreasonable,  or  to  drive  people  out 
of  the  Church ;  he  would  be  sorry  to  do 
anything  to  affect  seriously  the  compre- 
hensive nature  of  the  Church  of  England ; 
but  surely  if  the  Bishops  had  failed,  which 
it  was  of  no  use  to  deny,  was  it  not  time  that 
the  representatives  of  the  nation  should 
interfere  and  endeavour  to  provide  some 
effectual  remedy  ?  Cardinal  Vaughan, 
who  was  extremely  astute,  and  whose 
information  was  probably  better  than 
that  of  the  Attomey-Greneral,  boasted 
that  from  more  than  a  thousand 
Church  of  England  pulpits  in  this  country 
the  doctrines  of  his  faith  were  being 
taught.  The  remedies  against  Eitualism 
at  present  provided  by  Parliament  were 
so  complicated  and  expensive  that  the 
law-abiaing  bishops  shrank  from  using 
them,  and  the  result  was  a  general  dis- 
position to  exercise  the  veto  so 
conveniently  provided.  The  Attorney- 
General    claimed    that    the    veto    was 
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exercised  with  discretion  and  judgment ; 
but  the  present  Primate,  when  Bishop  of 
Exeter,  had  declared  that  in  exercising 
the  veto  he  would  be  bound  by  no 
decision  and  would  act  absolutely  irre- 
sponsibly. There  were  22  cases  in  which 
the  episcopal  veto  had  been  exercised ;  in 
substance  they  might  take  it  that  of 
late  years  the  Bishops  had  stopped  all 
proceedings.  As  had  been  truly  said  by 
the  Bishop  of  Winchester  some  years  ago 
in  Convocation,  the  very  knowledge  of 
the  existence  of  the  veto  had  prevented 
hundreds  of  cases  from  going  forward. 
The  Attorney-General  was  very  much 
horrified  because  he  thought  that  the  Bill 
recognised  the  existence  of  something  like 
the  old  common  informer,  but  it  should 
be  remembered  that  what  created  the 
prejudice  against  the  old  common  in- 
former was  that  he  received  half  the 
ganalties,  which  was  not  the  case  in  this 
ilL  The  fact  that  complainants  would 
have  to  give  security  for  costs  to  the 
same  extent  as  in  a  civil  action  would  be 
a  sufficient  guarantee  against  the  bringing 
forward  of  frivolous  or  mere  harassing 
prosecutions.  The  maintenance  of  the 
veto  was  practically  the  denial  of  every 
man's  constitutional  right  to  go  into  the 
courts  of  the  Queen  for  justice.  It  was 
true  the  Attorney-General  possessed  a 
power  of  veto  over  certain  classes  of  pro- 
secutions, but  then  there  was  a  difference 
between  the  Attorney-General  and  a 
bishop.  The  Attorney-General  was  re- 
sponsible to  that  House  for  any  wrong 
exercise  of  his  veto,  but  the  Bishops  were 
not.  Of  the  members  of  the  Koyal  Com- 
mission who  considered  the  matter  in 
1883,  Archbishop  Thompson  of  York,  the 
late  Lord  Coleridge,  the  Dean  of  Arches, 
the  Earl  of  Chichester,  Dean  Perowne,  Sir 
J.  Parker  Deane,  Sir  Francis  Jeune,  and 
the  Rev.  Chanceller  Espin,  eight  repre- 
sentative men  of  eminence  in  the  Church, 
were  unanimous  that  the  veto  at  present 
enjoyed  by  the  Bishops  ought  not  to  be 

Krmitted.  The  Bishop  of  Worcester 
d  expressed  a  very  strong  opinion  that  the 
reto  could  not  remain  in  force ;  and  the 
veto  had  also  been  most  strongly  condemned 
by  the  late  Lord  BramweU.  They  had 
heard  of  the  money  spent  in  costs  imder 
the  present  procedure.  The  costs  in  the 
case  of  Martin  v.  Maconochie — in  which 
fourteen  years  were  taken  to  deprive  Mr. 
Maconochie  —  were  for  the  prosecution 
X10,000,  and  for  the  defence  £7,485. 
Then  one  case  under  the  Public  Worship 


Regulation  Act  cost  about  £5,000.  With 
such  costs,  was  it  not  time  that  something 
was  done  to  apply  a  remedy  ?  There  was 
only  one  remedy  before  the  House  at  the 
present  time,  and  that  was  this  Bill.  As 
he  heard  the  Attorney-General  criticise 
its  details,  he  thought  it  was  never  very 
difficult  to  criticise  any  Bill  upon  the 
Second  Reading ;  but  let  the  House  re- 
member that  it  laid  down  some  propo- 
sitions which  he  thought  the  great 
majority  of  Members  would  accept.  The 
first  proposition  was  the  abolition  of  the 
veto.  Did  anybody  suggest  that  when  the 
Government  brought  in  their  promised 
legislation  they  could  oifer  the  House 
less  ?  What  would  be  the  use  of  legisla- 
tion if  the  Government  allowed  the  veto 
to  remain  ?  Another  proposition  was  to 
substitute  deprivation  for  imprisonment. 
As  to  fresh  offences  the  Bill  did  not  alter 
the  existing  law  except  as  to  remedy. 
Evei^  one  of  the  offences  mentioned  in 
the  Bill  had  been  already  condemned  in 
the  Ecclesiastical  Courts  or  the  Privy 
Council.  Why  was  the  Church  of 
England  to  be  in  a  different  position 
from  everv  other  religious  body  in  the 
world,  and  not  to  be  able  to  get  rid  of  a 
minister  who  broke  its  laws  ?  How 
long  would  the  Roman  Catholic  Church 
allow  a  priest,  or  the  Presbyterian 
Church  of  Scotland  allow  a  minister,  to 
remain  who  broke  the  laws  of  his  Church  ? 
Then  why  should  not  the  National  and 
Protestant  Church  of  England  have  a 
similar  remedy  1  When  the  Government 
brought  in  their  legislation  in  10,  20, 
or  50  years  time,  would  they  offer  any 
other  punishment  than  deprivation  7  The 
Attorney  -  General  had  spoken  of  the 
cruelty  the  Bill  might  inflict  upon  some 
poor  Evangelical  clergjrman  who  com- 
mitted some  small  breaches  of  the  law. 
The  Bill  was  to  stop  the  teaching  and 
practice  of  Romish  doctrines  and  cere- 
monies in  the  Church  of  England, 
and  not  to  punish  small  or  harmless 
breaches  such  as  he  had  described ;  they 
were  quite  prepared  to  take  the  risk  the 
Attorney-General  had  mentioned  if  that 
was  all.  The  Attorney-General,  however, 
took  no  notice  of  the  part  of  the  Bill 
which  enacted  that  before  any  proceed- 
ings could  be  taken  the  Bishop  should 
have  a  month  within  which  he  could 
communicate  with  the  clergyman,  re- 
monstrate with  him,  and  exercise  his 
authority.  Surely  that  was  long  enough. 
If  not  they  could  alter  that  in  Committee. 
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Another  part  of  the  Bill  provided  that 
the  prosecution  could  only  be  for  an 
offence  committed  after  the  expiration  of 
that  month,  so  that  it  must  be  repeated. 
Moreover,  deprivation  did  not  follow  as  a 
matter  of  course,  but  if  the  clergyman 
would  sign  and  file  a  promise  not  to 
repeat  the  offence  there  was  an  end  to 
the  prosecution.  Was  that  cruel  or  un- 
fair ?  He  could  only  say  that  the  argu- 
ment that  the  Bill  was  disrespectful 
to  the  Bishops  was  one  more  ex- 
perience of  the  extraordinary  ingenuity 
of  the  Attorney  -  General.  There  wae 
nothing  novel  in  the  court  as  proposed. 
The  promoters  got  their  idea  of  it  from 
the  Statutes  of  Edward  VI.,  which  pro- 
vided that  a  judge  and  Bishop  should  sit 
together.  It  was  no  more  derogatory  for 
a  Bishop  to  act  as  assessor  under  the  Bill 
to  one  judge  than  for  a  Bishop  to  sit  as 
assessor  to  a  number  of  judges  sitting  in  the 
Privy  Council,  and  such  a  plan  the  Arch- 
bishops had  agreed  to  formerly.  If  the 
Gk)vernment  wished  to  amend  the  Bill 
they,  with  their  majority,  were  absolutely 
masters  of  the  situation.  They  could 
postpone  the  operation  of  the  Bill  for  six 
months,  or  a  year,  if  they  wished  to  give 
the  Bishops  time,  or  make  any  amend- 
ment in  it  they  liked.  Why,  then,  was 
this  dilatory  Amendment  moved  ?  There 
was  not  an  offence  in  the  Bill  but  had 
been  condemned  alike  by  the  Ecclesi- 
astical Courts  and  by  the  whole  of  the 
bishops  at  Lambeth,  a  short  time  ago. 
Was  it  unreasonable  to  ask  the  House  to 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  such  practices 
should  be  condemned  by  the  Bill  as 
offences  ?  If  they  checked  the  Protestant 
feeling  of  the  country  by  rejecting  the 
Bill  they  would  be  doing  an  injury  which 
it  would  be  difficult  to  repair,  and  they 
would  make  people  think  they  would 
have  to  look  somewhere  else  for  a  remedy 
than  to  the  Constitutional  House  of  Com- 
mons. He  hoped  the  House  would  reject 
an  Amendment  which  would  defeat  the 
Bill,  and  gave  no  immediate  prospect  of 
any  other  legislation. 

Lord  H.  CECIL  (Greenwich)  said  he  de- 
sired by  the  indulgence  of  the  House  to 
begin  his  observations  by  one  or  two  re- 
marks which  he  was  aware  were  not  in 
very  good  taste.  With  regard  to  his  own 
religious  standpoint,  he  was  told  by  people 
who  were  in  a  position  to  know,  and  whose 
information  he  could  not  disrespect,  that 
he  was  supposed  to  be  a  very   extreme 

Mr.  J.  W.  Mellor. 


Ritualist.  He  thought  it  was  desirable  to 
explain  that  this  was  not  the  case.  He 
did  not  belong  to  any  one  of  the  societies 
of  which  they  had  heard  so  much  in  the 
debate,  and  he  was  not  an  attendant  of 
any  church  which  could  be  described  as 
ritualistic.  When  ho  was  in  London 
the  most  advanced  church  he  attended 
was  St.  Paul's  Cathedral.  Neither  was 
there  ground  for  the  supposition  enter- 
tained outside  the  House  that  he  repre- 
sented the  views  of  the  Government  or  of 
some  members  of  the  Government. 
Nothing  could  be  more  untrue.  He  had 
spoken  several  times  in  the  House,  and  he 
believed  that  in  the  majority  of  cases  he 
had  criticised  with  more  or  less  hostility 
the  action  of  the  Government,  and  he 
thought  therefore  the  suspicion  was  un- 
reasonable. So  far  as  people  might  object 
to  the  notice  that  appeared  in  his  name  on 
the  Paper,  they  ought  to  concentrate  their 
fury  on  himself ;  he  was  not  afraid  of  their 
indignation,  and  they  were  welcome  to  do 
their  utmost* against  him.  At  any  rate, 
the  Government  was  .  not  responsible, 
directly  or  indirectly,  and  they  knew 
nothing  about  it.  He  would  not  detain 
the  House  over  what  appeared  to  him  to 
be  the  less  important  parts  of  the 
Bill.  In  regard  to  the  Amendment 
of  which  the  Government  had 
given  notice,  ho  would  say  frankly 
that  he  did  not  like  it.  He  should 
greatly  have  preferred  that  the  issue 
shoula  have  been  fought  on  the  notice 
which  stood  in  his  own  name  or  that 
which  stood  in  the  name  of  the  honour- 
able Member  for  Walsall,  because  that, 
he  thought,  would  have  been  a  much 
more  rational  and  courageous  way  of 
dealing  with  this  matter.  Though  he 
did  not  think  the  course  taken  by  the 
Government  was  a  very  wise  or  a  very 
dignified  course,  he  was  not  put  in  the 
position  of  being  obliged  to  vote  against 
them,  because  the  question  was  to  be 
that  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out 
stand  part  of  the  question,  and  as  he  was 
very  much  opposed  to  the  words  in  the 
original  question,  "  That  the  Bill  be  read 
a  second  time,"  he  should  have  no  hesita- 
tion whatever  in  voting  against  the  inclu- 
sion of  those  words.  But  since  legislation 
was  referred  to  in  the  Amendment,  it 
would  be  perhaps  as  well  to  say  that 
whenever  legislation  might  be  brought 
forward  of  the  same  kind  as  the  present 
Bill,  which  aimed  at  removing  the  disci- 
plinary authority  from  the  bishops  to  a 
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ay  tribunal,  that  legislation,  from  what- 
ever quarter  it  emanated,  would  be  stren- 
uously and  uncompromisingly  resisted. 
He  need  hardly  assure  hon.  Members  I 
that  it  was  quite  impossible  for  those 
who  took  his  view  of  the  Church's  true 
character  to  aeree  to  any  further  intrusion 
of  lay  tribunals,  some  of  which  had  gone 
rather  far  already  to  destroy  whatever 
authority  the  bishops  now  exercised. 
That  would  be  to  make  the  situation 
quite  intolerable.  He  would  say  a  few 
words,  not  about  the  new  offences 
which,  he  thought,  were  constituted 
under  the  Bill,  but  about  the  procedure  j 
by  which  it  was  sought  to  enforce 
the  law  against  those  offences.  That  pro- 
cedure had  been  descril^ed  repeatedly  to 
the  House.  Any  two  persons  professing 
to  be  members  of  the  Church  of  England 
in  a  diocese  might  set  the  law  in  motion. 
The  whole  jurisdiction  would  lie  with  the 
lay  judge,  with  an  appeal  to  the  Privy 
Council.  The  bishop  was  to  l)e  present 
as  an  assessor  to  give  what  assistance  the 
judge  required,  and  to  execute  the  orders 
the  judge  might  give.  He  should  like  to 
contrast  the  attitude  of  the  Bill  with  the 
language  of  the  Prayer-])ook  about  the 
office  of  bishop  as  it  was  found  in  the 
beautiful  service  for  the  consecration  of 
bishops.  He  need  not  remind  hon.  Mem- 
bers of  the  original  preface  that  had  been 
often  quoted  from  the  Anglican  Prayer- 
book,  in  which  it  was  said — 

'*  It  is  evident  unto  all  men  dili<^cntly  reading 
Holy  Scripture  and  ancient  authors  that  from 
the  Apostles'  time  there  have  been  these  orders 
of  ministers  in  Christ's  Church  —  bishops, 
priestA,  and  deacons." 

He  noticed  that  the  hon.  Mem])er  who 
moved  the  second  reading  regarded  it  as 
having  a  dangerous  Romanising  tendency 
that  people  should  appeal  to  the  primitive 
Fathers.  That  struck  him  with  amaze- 
ment. The  hon.  Member  must  be  aware 
of  the  appeals  to  the  primitive  Fathers  in 
80  distinctly  a  Protestant  book  fis  Cranmer's 
Book  of  the  Lord^s  Supper,  for  adhesion 
to  which  Latimer  was  burnt. 

Mr.  CHARLES  xMcARTHUR  said 
what  he  objected  to  was  not  the  quoting 
of  the  authority  of  the  Fathers,  but  the 
substitution  of  their  authority  for  the 
Scriptures. 

Lord  H.  CECIL  thought  no  one 
substituted  the  authority  of  the  Fathers 
for  the  authority  of  the  Scriptures.     He 


would  draw  attention  to  the  description 
of    the  office  of  bishop  as  they  learnt  it 
from  the  Prayer-book  itself.    They  learnt, 
for  example,  early  in  the  service  that  ho 
was  a  person  to  whom  government  in  the 
Church  of  Christ  was  committed,  and  the 
words  "  admitting  any  person  to  govern- 
ment in  the  Church  of  Christ  "  were  use  J. 
What  kind  of  government  was  there  kft 
to  the  bishop  m  this  Bill  1    Then  they 
learnt,  after  the  striking  exhortation  that 
followed  the  consecration,  that  he  was  to 
"be   so   merciful,    that  vou  be  not   too 
remiss ;    so  minister  discipline,  that  you 
forget  not  mercy."      What   opportunity 
had  the  bishop  under  this  Bill  of  showing 
mercy   to  any  person  ?      But   the  mo^t 
conclusive  part  of  the  consecration  service 
for  the  purposes  of  this  discussion  was  in 
the  question  that  was  put  to  the  bishop 
in  examination,   and  which  was   utterly 
irreconcilable  with  the  view  of  the  present 
Bill — "  Will  you  maintain  and   set   for- 
ward, as  much  as  shall  lie  in  you,  quietness, 
love,  and  peace  among  all  men  :  and  such 
as  be  unquiet,  disobedient,  and  criminous, 
within  yoiu*  diocese,  correct  and  punish, 
according  to  such  authority  as  you  have 
by  God's  Word,  and  as  to  you  shall  be 
committed  by  the  ordinance  of  this  realm  ?" 
It  was  clear  it  was  contemplated  under 
this  service  that  the  bishop  was  to  have 
the  discipline  of  the  Church,  that  he  was 
to  be  able  to  punish  or  not  punish^     Was 
that  recognised  in  the  present  Bill  ?     Hivd 
the    bishop    the  smallest  choice   in   the 
matter  ?     Of   course   he    had   not ;    the 
whole  matter  was  taken  entirely  out  of 
his  hands.      The  bishop  was  descril^ed  as 
having  authority  from  two  sources,  having 
it  "  as  you  have  by  God's   Word,  and  iis 
to  you  shall  be  committed  by  the  ordinance 
of  this  realm,"  showing  that  bishops  of 
the  Church  of  England  were  supposed  to 
act,  as  it  were,  on  double  authority.      In 
one  of  the  letters  of  the  right  hon.  Grentle- 
man  the   Member  for  West  Monmouth- 
shire ithat  had  been  so  complimentarily 
referred  to,  and  to  the  literary  vigoiu*  of 
which  he  cheerfully  gave  the  tril)ut€  of 
his  admiration,  because  it  was  almost  the 
only  merit  that  he  could  recognise — in 
one  of  those  letters  the  Archbishop  of 
York  was  severely  blamed  for  saying  that 
he  had  any  authority  prior  to  the  law  of 
Parliament.      The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  observe   on    reflection    that  that 
was    precisely     the     language     of    the 
Prayer-book.       The    bishops   were    sup- 
posed    to    have     an     authority     quite 
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independent  of  the  law  of  the  land, 
derived  from  God's  word.  That  authority, 
however,  was  altogether  ignored  ;  there 
was  not  a  word  about  it ;  it  was  not  con- 
templated that  such  an  authority  existed. 
When  they 'heard  accusations  of  disloyalty 
against  the  Book  of  Common  Prayer,  he 
would  say  that  to  the  Church  of  England 
nothing  could  be  more  disloyal  than  such 
an  attitude  towards  the  Episcopal  office, 
because  the  Church  of  England  did  not 
more  emphatically  reject  the  Papal 
authority  than  it  adhered  to  the  Epis- 
copal authority  which  was  so  essential  a 
feature  of  the  Church  of  England.  Then, 
as  regarded  the  commital  of  authority  "  by 
the  ordinance  of  this  realm,"  the  Bill  pro- 
posed to  take  away  that  authority  in  a 
manner  quite  contrary  to  the  meaning 
and  intention  of  the  question  in  the 
Prayer-book,  so  that  the  question  under 
this  Bill  would  be  a  mockery  in  regard  to 
matters  of  ritual.  The  Bishop  would  be 
obliged  to  say,  "  I  should  be  very  glad  to 
exercise  the  authority  you  speak  of,  but 
that  authority  has  gone  away  from  me ; 
it  is  in  the  hands  of  a  Judge  in  the  High 
Court  who  is  stimulated  to  action  by  two 
persons  who  may  have  resided  for  12 
months  in  the  diocese."  These  might  be 
two  convicts  recently  relieved  from  Dart- 
moor Prison.  Then,  finally,  the  Bishop 
was  reminded  that  "  Gkxi  hath  not  given 
us  the  spirit  of  fear,  but  of  power,  and 
love,  and  soberness."  He  did  not  think 
that  under  this  Bill  a  Bishop  required 
any  qualities  so  impressive  as  that;  all 
that  he  would  need  for  the  purposes  of 
this  Bill  were  the  childish  virtues  of 
speaking  when  he  was  spoken  to  and 
doing  what  he  was  bid.  He  opposed  this 
Bill,  therefore,  first  of  all  because  it  was 
fundamentally  opposed  to  the  Prayer- 
book  conception  of  the*  office  of  Bishop. 
He  should  oppose  it  not  less  if  it  were 
directed  to  correct  evils  greater  even 
than  Ritualism  ;  if  it  were  directed  to  put 
down  Unitarianism,  which  was  supposed 
to  be  growing  in  the  Church,  he  should 
resist  it  not  less  vehemently  than  he  did. 
The  particular  opportunity  on  which  this 
(Question  was  raised  was  of  the  smallest 
importance.  The  Bill  itself  would  over- 
throw the  true  spiritual  character  of  the 
•Church's  primary  authority,  and  that  was 
why  those  who  thought  with  him,  and 
with  his  noble  friend  the  Member  for 
Rochester,  could  not  possibl}',  under  any 
circumstances,  assent  to  its  second  read- 
ing.     He  was  told    sometimes   that  all 
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these  arguments  were  out  of  place,  that 
they  were  300  years  too  late,  and  that 
the  Royal  supremacy  canned  with  it  the 
idea  that  the  State  was  to  determine  all 
spiritual  questions  which  would  arise  in 
regard  to  the  Church's  services.  That 
was  quite  an  unhistorical  opinion.  He 
could  quote  the  proclamation  of  Queen 
Elizabeth  herself,  who  certainly  was  not 
disposed  to  under-rate  her  own  authority, 
and  of  whom  it  could  not  be  denied  that 
she  was  generally  regarded  as  the  typical 
Protestant  Queen.  She  issued  a  procla- 
mation in  1570,  which  was  hung  in  every 
parish  church  in  England.  He  would 
quote  from  Mr.  Froude's  history  : — 

"  Elizabeth  admitted  that  '  the  external 
ecclesia.stical  policy  of  England  differed  in 
some  respects  from  that  which  was  established 
in  other  countries,  and  occasions  had  been 
sought  to  trouble  weak  consciences  on  this 
ground.  Simply,  however,  slie  declared  that 
she  had  neither  claimed  nor  exerted  any  other 
authority'  in  the  Church  than  had  attached 
from  immemorial  time  to  the  Englisli  Crown, 
although  that  autlionty  had  l)een  recosnised 
with  greater  or  less  distinctness  at  dinerent 
times.  The  Crown  challenged  no  superiority 
to  define,  decide,  or  determine  any  article  or 
point  of  the  Christian  faith  or  religion  ;  or  to 
change  any  rite  or  ceremony  l>efore  received 
aiid  observed  in  the  Catholic  Church.  The 
Royal  supremacy  in  matters  spiritual  meant 
no  more  than  this — that,  she  l)eing  by  lawful 
succession  Queen  of  England,  all  persons  bom 
in  the  realm  were  subjects  to  her  and  to  no 
no  other  earthly  ruler.'  ' 

How  was  this  Bill  consistent  with  that 
Royal  proclamation  ?  Under  this  Bill  a 
strictly  State  court  could  define  every 
conceivable  point  of  rite  and  ceremony, 
and  enforce  their  decision.  He  knew 
that  people  would  say  that  the  court 
in  this  case  only  exercised  an  inter- 
pretative power ;  but  really  it  was 
important  that  they  should  realise  that 
interpretation  did  change,  and  necessarily 
change,  the  law.  Every  jurist  was,  of 
course,  familiar  \rith  that  fact.  All 
branches  of  our  law  depended  almost  en- 
tirely upon  a  scries  of  judicial  decisions 
which  had  created  the  law.  Of  course  in 
a  case  like  that  it  could  not  be  said  that  a 
lay  court  would  be  "  interpreting "  the 
law.  It  merely  altered  the  law  every 
time  a  decision  was  made.  New  prece- 
dents were  formed,  and  in  substance  the 
distinction  between  courts  of  law  and  the 
Legislature  was  this,  that  the  Legislature 
altered  on  a  large  and  wide  scale,  and 
courts  of  law  only  within  certain  defined 
limits.  Therefore  when  people  said  that 
the  court  woidd  only  "  interpret "    the 


273 


Church 


{10  May  1899} 


Discipline  BUL. 


274 


law,  they  were  the  victims  of  confusion  of 
thought.  But  'perhaps  it  might  be  said 
that  under  this  Bill  things  would  be  no 
worse.  That  was  not  the  fact.  There 
were  now  certain  courts  which  were  of  a 
spiritual  character.  The  Bishop's  Court 
had  still,  he  thought,  a  perfectly  spiritual 
character ;  but  still  more  important  was 
the  power  exercised  by  the  bishop  in 
the  matter  of  his  veto.  The  bishop 
had  a  spiritual  authority,  and  that  he 
could  bring  to  bear  by  the  machinery  of  | 
his  veto.  Personally,  he  did  not  think  it ; 
was  quite  an  ideal  system,  but  so  long  as 
the  system  went  on  it  was  essential  to 
maintain  the  episcopal  veto  as  the  true 
resource  of  the  spiritual  authority  which 
really  made  that  authority  a  reality.  He 
did  not  know  of  a  single  Christian  com- 
munity in  the  world — ^although  he  did 
not  know  the  system  in  Germany  or 
Scandinavia — that  submitted  its  doctrine 
or  ceremonial  to  the  jurisdiction  of  lay 
courts,  except,  in  a  modified  degree,  the 
Church  of  England.  Of  course  no  dis- 
established body  did  so.  [Opposition 
cheers.]  He  knew  very  well  what  was 
the  policy  of  hon.  Alembers  opposite. 
They  were  anxious  to  hold  the  spiritual 
life  of  the  Church  up  to  ransom.  Every 
footpad  knew  how  to  cry  out,  "Your 
money  or  your  life!"  The  Church  of 
England  was  not  in  such  a  position  that  it 
needed  the  assistance  of  those  who  were 
her  professed  opponents  in  these  matters. 
She  would  maintain  her  spiritual  inde- 
pendence. She  would  obtain  doubtless 
in  process  of  time  from  the  justice  of  the 
community  any  alteration  of  the  law 
which  might  be  necessary,  but  she  woidd 
never  yield,  he  hoped,  to  the  unscrupu- 
lous policy  of  those  who  attacked  her 
established  and  endowed  position — those 
endowments  which  the  piety  of 
preceding  generations  had  given  up 
for  the  glory  of  Grod  and  the 
service  of  man.  They  would  maintain 
to  the  end  both  their  free  and  their 
established  position.  Objection  was  taken 
by  some  to  the  veto  on  the  ground  that  it 
was  exercised  by  bishops  in  whom  they 
had  no  confidence.    That  would  be  a  very 

f;ood  ground  for  removing  the  Bishops 
rom  the  positions  which  they  held ;  but 
it  was  not  an  arguable  proposition  to  say 
that,  because  particular  holders  of  the 
office  did  not  exercise  their  authority 
rightly,  therefore  the  authority  of  the 
omce  was  to  be  destroyed  altogether.  He 
should  like  to  ask  how  long  it  was  since 


the  Bishops  l)ecame  untrustworthy.  They 
had  been  told  that  the  veto  had  not  been 
exercised  since  1850.  Had  there  been  no 
trustworthy  bishops  since  1850  ?  The 
veto  was  capable  of  being  exercised  in 
the  Dioceses  of  Liverpool  and  Worcester 
to-dav.  Were  the  Bishops  of  Liverpool 
and  Worcester  Romanisers  in  disguise  ? 
Hon.  Members  did  not  seem  to  realise  that 
the  veto  woiJd  not  be  exercised  by  an 
Evangelical  prelate  imless  there  were  very 
good  reasons  against  prosecution — reasons 
which  were  altogether  fatal  to  this  Bill. 
The  policy  of  prosecutions  was  condemned 
not  less  by  Evangelical  bishops,  such  as 
the  Bishop  of  Liverpool  and  Worcester, 
than  by  the  most  High  Church  prelate  on 
the  bench.  Passing  from  the  tneoretical 
to  the  practical  aspect  of  the  question,  he 
said  he  should  like  to  ask  hon.  Members 
how  the  Bill  would  work  if  passed  into 
law.  Let  them  follow  it  out  in  imagina- 
tion. They  had  been  told,  and  it  was  a 
most  remarkable  circumstance — indeed, 
it  desen-ed  the  most  anxious  attention  of 
the  House  and  the  country — that  objec- 
tion was  felt  to  the  whole  school  of 
thought  which  was  called  Tractarian. 
Was  the  programme  of  the  promoters  of 
this  Bill  to  deprive  of  a  cure  of  souls  the 
whole  Tractarian  or  High  Church  party  1 
If  so,  they  ought  to  know.  The  High 
Church  party  had  been  abjured  to  make 
common  cause  against  the  extremists, 
whose  practices  they  severely  condemned; 
but  now  it  seemed  to  be  said,  if  not 
avowed,  what,  indeed,  he  had  always  sus- 
pected, that  the  objects  of  attack  were 
not  a  few  extremists,  but  7,000  or  8,000 
representatives  of  the  school  of  thought 
which  began  in  1834.  Did  hon.  Members 
call  that  their  idea  of  a  comprehensive 
Church  in  which  their  first  step  was  to 
exclude  7,000  or  8,000  of  the  clergy  1 
He  had  spoken  of  St.  Paul's  Cathedral. 
He  imagined  the  clergy  of  St.  Paul's 
Cathedral  would  be  amongst  those  against 
whom  it  was  designed  to  use  the 
powers  of  this  Bill.  Certainly  prosecu- 
tions might  be  initiated  against  these 
clergy.  Was  it  conceivable  that  they 
could  carry  out  7,000  or  8,000  prosecu- 
tions throughout  the  country  1  Had 
anybody  reflected  what  the  condition  of 
the  country  woidd  be  while  they  were 
going  on  with  their  7,000  or  8,000  pro- 
secutions ?  They  would  have  to  go 
against  every  single  High  Church  clergy- 
man. They  would  have  to  face  all  Se 
legal   expenses  and  obstacles  he    could 
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throw  in  their  way.  They  would 
have  to  face  not  only  the  opposition 
of  the  clergyman,  but  in  an  enormous 
majority  of  cases  the  violent  opposition 
of  the  parishioners.  Why,  before  those 
7,000  or  8,000  prosecutions  had  gone  on 
for  two  months,  the  Church  of  England 
would  be  broken  hopelessly  in  two,  or  the 
House  would,  in  dust  and  ashes,  repeal 
the  Act  it  had  foolishly  passed.  He 
therefore  conceived  that  the  prosecutions 
under  this  Bill  would  fail  in  their  object. 
It  was  quite  impossible  to  deprive  so  large 
a  number  of  clergymen  as  the  promoters 
of  this  Bill  apparently  contemplated  deal- 
ing with.  But  was  there  no  alternative  ? 
He  believed  the  alternative  was  to  be 
found  in  an  appeal  to  an  authority  which 
the  whole  High  Church  party  looked  to — 
the  authority  of  the  bishops.  That 
authority  was  being  exercised  at  the 
present  time,  and  exercised  with  no 
common  measure  of  success,  against  what 
was  illegal.  He  believed  the  archbishops 
in  the  tribunal  they  had  set  up,  would 
come  to  a  wise  and  independent  decision, 
and  he  had  not  the  least  doubt  that  the 
overwhelming  mass  of  the  High  Church 
clergy  and  laity  would  defer  to  that 
decision  whatever  it  might  be.  Trust, 
then,  the  bishops,  and  they  had  some 
prospect  of  putting  a  check  to  extreme 
practices.  Interfere  recklessly,  and  set 
up  a  tribunal  which  not  even  the  most 
moderate  High  Churchman  would  respect, 
and  they  united  them  with  the  most 
extreme  in  one  common  scheme  of 
resistance  against  this  attack.  The  true 
statesmanship,  the  true  policy,  was  to  do 
what  the  mover  of  the  Bill  supposed  to  be 
impossible — to  find  the  moderate  men 
who  did  not  belong  to  the  extremists  on 
either  side,  and  rely  on  them  to  guide  the 
Church  of  England  out  of  the  dangers 
which  beset  her  path.  He  entreated, 
therefore,  the  House  to  reject  the  Bill, 
not  for  the  sake  of  the  Ritualists,  not  for 
the  sake  of  the  extreme  people,  but  for 
the  sake  of  the  Church  of  England  her- 
self. Was  it  possible  for  anyone,  even 
her  most  pronounced  opponent,  to  con- 
template without  regret  the  prospect  of 
the  intrusion  into  her  midst  of  all  kinds 
of  bitterness  and  uncharltableness  ?  He 
entreated  hon.  Members  to  rise  to  the 
height  of  the  calling  which  the  laws  of 
this  coimtry  put  upon  them.  They  were 
the  appointea  guardians  of  the  Church. 
Many  hon.  Members  opposite  thought 
they  ought  not  to  be  so.    But  they  were 
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so.  Theirs  was  a  position  of  trust ;  they 
were  the  appointed  guardians  of  the  Church. 
If  they  failed  in  that  position  of  trust  they 
failed  in  one  of  the  most  sacred  duties 
which  was  laid  upon  them.  They  kept 
the  gates  of  Grod*s  vineyard.  If  they  (fid 
not  do  their  duty  there  woidd  rush  in 
those  ancient  enemies  of  the  Church  — 
bitterness  and  uncharitableness,  bigotry 
and  narrowness — that  had  so  often  de- 
vastated her  work.  But  if  they  did  their 
part  the  Church  of  England  would  so  on 
with  her  evangelical  work.  She  would  go 
on  preaching  the  Gospel  which  it  was  her 
mission  to  preach,  and  they  would  have 
the  satisfaction  of  knowing  that  they  had 
stood  between  good  and  evil,  that  they 
had  saved  the  work  of  a  great  religious 
body  from  the  dangers  that  threatened 
it,  and  that  they  had  done  their  duty  by 
the  Church  of  which  they  were  the  ap- 
pointed guardians,  and  which  was  to  some 
of  them  so  inestimable  a  blessing. 

Sir  AVILLIAM  HARCOURT  :  I  very 
sincerely  recipocrate  the  gracious  comph- 
ments  of  the  noble  Lord,  and  I  can  say, 
in  common  with  all  the  members  of  this 
House,  that  I  always  listen  to  him  with 
pleasure,  though  I  differ  from  every 
opinion  which  he  expresses.  Now,  Sir,  I 
know  this  is  not  the  time  to  go  into  any  of 
these  theological  discussions ;  otherwise 
I  think  I  should  be  disposed  to  contra 
vene  the  opinion  of  the  noble  Lord  on 
the  lay  supremacy  of  the  Crown  as 
governing  the  Church  of  this  country. 
Sir,  I  would  rather  ask  the  House,  what 
is  the  practical  situation  in  which  we  find 
ourselves  to-day  ?  Nothing,  I  think,  can 
strike  anybody  more  than  the  extra- 
ordinary change  of  the  attitude  of  this 
House  in  the  course  of  the  last  eight  or 
nine  months.  When  you  recollect  what 
was  the  tone  that  was  taken  up  upon  the 
benches  opposite  upon  this  question  in 
June  and  July  last,  how  it  was  considered 
that  for  this  House  to  interfere  in  these 
matters  and  with  these  grievances  was 
highly  improper,  and  how  the  question 
was  represented  as  simply  a  question  of 
the  action  of  a  few  extreme  men  not 
worthy  of  notice,  and  when  you  see  these 
crowded  beaches  this  afternoon,  repre- 
senting, I  believe,  the  anxiety  of  a  great 
body  of  people  in  this  country,  you  will  feel 
that  sometning  has  happened  which  de- 
serves the  attention  of  the  House.  Now, 
what  has  happened  t  Though  it  was 
endeavoured  to  minimise  and  get  rid  of 
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this  question  nine  months  ago,  the  ques- 
tion has  continued  to  occupy  the  atten- 
tion of  the  country  more  and  more.  A 
remedy  has  been  demanded,  and,  in  my 
opinion,  reasonably  and  justly  demanded, 
for  grievances  which  are  widely  and,  I 
may  say,  universally  felt.  The  Attorney- 
Qeneral  to-day  declined  to  use  the  phrase 
"crisis  in  the  Church,"  and  said  this  was 
an  agitation  of  well  -  meaning  people. 
Well,  nis  squeamishness  about  the  word 
"  crisis  "  is  not  shared  by  his  colleagues, 
because  the  seriousness  of  the  crisis  in  the 
Qiurch  was  declared  by  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  not  long  ago  at  Bristol  in  a 
«0od  Protestant  speech,  and  it  is  not  two 
days  ago  since  there  appeared  a  letter  of 
the  Prime  Minister's  in  the  newspapers 
which  declared  his  sense  of  the  serious- 
ness of  the  crisis  in  the  Church,  which  the 
Attorney-General  regards  apparently 
with  a  light  heart.  Then,  Sir,  there  is 
another  remarkable  fact,  and  it  is  well 
worthy  of  observation.  The  Amendment 
pat  forward  by  the  Government  I 
understand  is  a  Government  Amend- 
ment, which  pledges  the  Government 
onder  certain  circumstances  themselves 
to  legislate  upon  this  subject,  and  is  a 
declaration  that,  unless  speedily  these 
grievances  and  these  offences  are  dealt 
with,  it  is  the  duty  of  Parliament,  under 
the  guidance  of  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment, to  bring  that  Parliamentary  au- 
thority which  the  noble  Lord  so  scornfully 
rejects,  to  bear  upon  (the  Government  of 
die  National  Church  for  the  correction  of 
the  offences  of  the  clergy,  and  to  compel 
them  by  the  highest  authority  in  the 
leahn  to  obey  the  law  of  the  land.  But 
that  is  a  declaration  which  belongs  both 
to  this  Bill  and  to  the  Amendment.  It  is 
die  assertion  on  both  sides  of  the  House, 
and  I  believe  by  the  enormous  majority  of 
the  House,  and  the  enormous  majority  of 
the  Churchmen  of  this  country,  that  the 
authority  of  the  Crown  and  of  Parlia- 
ment in  the  last  resort  is  superior  to  the 
ecclesiastics.  That  is  the  proposition  that 
anderlies  both  this  Bill  and  this  Amend- 
ment, and  so  far,  I  think,  a  great  step  has 
been  taken  in  the  assertion  of  a  principle 
which  is  absolutely  indispensable  to  an 
English  Church.  Then  we  have  made 
aome  progress,  I  think,  since  June,  1898. 
Well  then,  Sir,  what  has  been  the  condi- 
tion of  things  which  has  brought  about 
the  necessity  for  this  debate  ?  What  has 
brought  about  the  feeling  that  has 
ttOQMd  the  resentment  that  is  felt  by  the 


great  body  of  the  people  of  this  country 
against  that  which  has  been  going  on 
among  the  clergy?  I  understand  it  is 
the  refusal  to  be  bound  by  the  law,  the 
declaration  that  we  have  heard  from  the 
noble  Lord  that  there  is  to  be  no  lay 
authority,  the  denial  of  all  that  which 
follows  [from  the  fundamental  fact  of  the 
Reformation,  the  submission  of  the  clergy, 
and  the  transference  of  the  authority  of 
the  Bishop  of  Rome  to  the  Sovereign  as 
representing  the  laity  in  this  country. 
AU  that  is  denied,  obstinately,  openly 
denied,  by  great  bodies  of  the  clergy  in 
this  country.  Here,  at  least,  we  are  to- 
day, whether  upon  the  Bill  or  upon  the 
Amendment,  to  absolutely  put  our  con- 
demnation on  such  doctrines  as  that.  We 
are  here  to  say  that  the  Crown  and  Par- 
liament in  these  matters  are  supreme,  and 
that  what  they  think  fit  or  do  not  think 
fit  to  deny  or  assert  in  this  matter,  is 
binding  upon  the  clergy  of  the  Church  of 
England.  That  is  the  root  principle 
which  we  are  here  to  afiirm.  Well,  Sir, 
how  has  this  disturlmnce  arisen?  It  is 
not  denied  that  a  great  number  of  prac- 
tices have  arisen  in  this  country  that  are 
contrary  to  the  law  of  the  Church  and  of 
the  realm — that  is  admitted.  The  bishops 
have  said  so.  The  authorities  to  whom 
the  noble  Lord  refers — the  whole  govern- 
ment of  the  Church — have  asserted  that  a 
great  number  of  these  practices  are  illegal 
and  contrary  to  the  rule  of  the  Church 
and  the  law  of  the  land.  But  why  have 
they  been  allowed  to  continue?  How 
did  they  arise  ?  How  have  they  grown 
to  their  present  magnitude?  Nobody 
denies  that  it  has  been  either  by  the 
negligence  or  by  the  connivance  of  those 
who  nad  the  power,  and  whose  duty  it 
was  to  put  an  end  to  them.  The  Bishop 
of  Winchester,  a  prelate  of  great  sagacity 
and  ability,  has  admitted  that  the  bishops 
in  times  past  have  been  too  casual.  Then 
this  is  a  casual  negligence  which  has 
arisen,  and  led  to  a  large  departure  from 
the  law  of  the  land  and  of  the 
Church.  But  when  attention  was 
called  to  it  in  this  House,  and  still 
more  in  the  country,  what  has  been  the 
course  that  has  been  taken?  What 
effectual  measures  have  been  resorted  to 
to  put  an  end  to  this  lawlessness  in  the 
Church  of  England  ?  We  are  asked, 
practically  speaking,  in  the  Amendment  of 
the  Government,  to  place  confidence  in 
bishops.  Well,  sir,  I  am  reminded  of  the 
celebrated   phrase  of    Lord    Chatham's: 
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Ecclesiastical   Court.      That  would  have 
been  a  regular  proceeding ;  it  might  have 
eventuated  in  a  judgment  which  might 
have   been   enforced ,   but  now  no  one 
believes  the  decision  to  be  binding  on 
anyone.     They  could  also  have  gone  to 
the    Judicial    Committee  of    the  Privy 
Council,  and  then  the  decision  would  have 
been  binding.     Why  have  they  not  taken 
that  course]      They   thought    that  the 
object  of    the  veto  was  to  maintain  the 
spiritual  authority  of  the  bishops.     How 
is  it  maintained  ?     By  preventing  the  law 
of  the  land  from  operating  and  thereby 
keeping  the   whole    jurisdiction  in  the 
hands  of  the  ecclesiastics.     That  is  the 
object   of   the   veto,   and  it  is  for  that 
purpose  it  has  been  worked ;  but  this  is 
an  entire  abuse  of  the  veto  and  of  the 
intention  for  which  it  was  given.     The 
veto  was  given  for  the  purpose  of  pre- 
venting   vexatious    and    frivolous    pro- 
ceedings.    It  has  been  used,  wrongly  used 
— I  was  going  to  say  unscrupulously  used — 
for  the  purpose  of  preventing  the  law  of 
the   land   from   operating    in   the    most 
important     cases.      I     hoped    that    the 
Amendment  which    was  moved    by  the 
Government  meant  a  groat  deal    more 
than  I  can  believe  it  to  mean  after  the 
speech  of  the  Attorney-General.     I  must 
say  that  the  tone  of  that  speech  was  a  sort 
of     disbelief     in    any    real     substantial 
grievance — the  disparagement  of  anything 
like  effectual  remedies.  The  language  held 
on  the  subject  of  confessionals  and  on  the 
veto    did  very    much    to    destroy    the 
value  of  the  Amendment  which  the  hon- 
ourable  and   learned  Gentleman   moved. 
What  is  valuable  in  that  Amendment  is 
the  recognition  that  it  is  the  right  and 
duty  of  rarliament  to  interfere  m   this 
matter,  but  when  I  come  to  judge   from 
that  speech  in  what  direction  and  to  what 
extent    the   Attorney-General  will  inter- 
fere, I  must  say  that  it  is  most  unsatisfac- 
tory.     As  I  say,  we  have  not  yet  got  on 
the  part  of  the  bishops  anything  like  an 
attempt  at  effectual  action.     What  is  now 
going  on  is  not  effectual  action  at  all,  and 
will   not  lead  to    any    effectual    action 
Against  anyone  who  chooses    to    resist. 
Therefore,  it  seems  to  me  that  the  time 
has  come  when  the   House  of  Commons 
shall  take  effectual  action  of  one  kind  or 
another — that  is  what  we  have  to  look 
to.      We  cannot  accept  this  dilatory  plea 
as  it  is  raised    in    the    speech    of    the 
Attorney-General.       He     says    "  if    the 
bishops  do  not  succeed  in  what  they  are 

Sir  Willimi  Harcourt, 


284 


are 


doing  "  ;  at  the  rate  at  which  they 

foing  on,  they  are  not  likely  to  succeed, 
'hey    have    abstained    altogether    from 
taking   any  measures    which  are  likely 
to  succeed,   or  which   have  succeeded  in 
the  past,   and    therefore  the    House   of 
Commons  will  see  that  some  measures  on 
its  part    are    obviously  necessary.      Can 
honourable  Members  opposite,  who  know 
as  well  as  we  do  the  feeling  of  the  country, 
contend  that  things  can  be  allowed  to  go 
on  as  they  are  now,  with  any  security  to 
the  Church  of  England,  for  another  twelve 
months — for  that  is  the  practical  effect  of 
of  the  Amendment  1     If  the  Government 
think  it  right  for  them  to  bring  forward  a 
Bill   on  this  matter,    why   do  they   not 
bring  it  forward?     What   is  wanted   in 
this  matter,  as  I  have  always  said,  is  not 
so   much  a  change  in  the  law  as   some 
means  of  making  the  existing  law  work. 
You  have  to  remove  the  obstacles  stand- 
ing in   the   way  of  the  operation  of  the 
existing     law,    which    is    sufficient     for 
the    purpose.       Of     course,    everybody 
knows    that   Mr.    Maconochie    was    de- 
prived   and    that    Mr.    De  la  Bere  was 
deprived.      But  it  is  said  that  that  cannot 
be  done  except  at  great  cost.    I  am  speak- 
ing now  on  the  advice  of  one  who  knows 
more  about  this  point  than  anyone  else 
when  I  say  that  it  is  an  entire  mistake 
that    these    proceedings    need   be    very 
costly.     I  said  to  this  authority  that  I 
believed  the   thing  might   be    done    for 
JB500,  and  he  replied  that  it  could  be  done 
for  JBIOO  with  the  greatest  ease  under  the 
Church    Discipline    Act.      Therefore,    if 
people  are   in   earnest  to  try,  only  in  a 
single  case,  the   legitimacy   or   the   ille- 
gitimacy of  these  transactions,  there  is  not 
the  smallest  difficulty  in  the  way.     The 
last  nine  months   have   been    absolutely 
wasted ;  and  the  question  is  whether  you 
are  going  on  for  twelve   months   more, 
leaving  the  country  in  a  state  of  disquiet, 
as  it  is,  about  these  practices.      I  think  it 
would  be  extremely  unsafe  to  do  so.   With 
reference  to  this  Bill  itself,  there  is  a  great 
deal  in  the  Bill  in  which  I  do  not  concur  at 
all.       I    differ    from   a   great    many    of 
its  provisions,  and  I  agree  very  much  with 
the    criticism   of   the   Attomey-Gteneral. 
But,  at  all  events,  this  Bill  asserts  the 
necessity  of  some  action  in  this  matter. 
I  agree  in  the  necessity  of  taking  action 
against  the  establishment  of  the  confess- 
ional.    I  agree  in  the  necessity  of  remov- 
ing the  veto,  or,  at  all  events,  of  limiting 
the  veto  to  simply  the  most  trivial  and 
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most  vexatious  things.  Because  the  vote 
not  only  may  be  used,  but  has  been  used, 
to  set  aside  and  paralyse  the  law  of  the 
Church  and  the  law  of  the  land  in  this 
matter.  Therefore,  if  we  did  nothing 
else  but  put  a  stop  to  the  veto  to-dav  we 
should  be  doing  that  which  we  ought  to 
do  and  which  would  do  much  to  satisfy 
the  mind  of  the  country.  Therefore,  Sir, 
when  the  question  is  -put  whether  this 
Bill  shall  be  read  a  second  time — as 
asserting,  in  my  opinion,  the  necessity  for 
Parliament  to  do  something  in  the  way  of 
legislation,  and  to  do  it  at  once — I  shall 
vote  for  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill. 
It  seems  to  me  that  it  will  be  perfectly 
easy  to  remove  from  the  Bill  the  ground 
for  the  objections  which  have  been  made 
by  the  Attorney-General,  and  it  seems  to 
me  that  you  might  introduce  by  this  Bill — 
if  not  such  ambitious  attempts  at  reform 
as  it  contemplates — some  remedy  which 
will  give  satisfaction  to  the  feelings 
existing  in  the  country.  As  regards  the 
Amendment,  I  have  said  already  that  to 
postpone  dealing  with  the  question,  to 
make  it  dependent  entirely  on  the  action 
of  the  bishops,  is  to  give  the  bishops  a 
sort  of  letter  of  licence  to  delay  the 
matter  as  long  as  ever  they  please.  I  do 
not  think  that  that  would  be  satisfactory. 
But  certainly,  as  regards  the  Amendment, 
if  the  Bill  should  be  defeated  there  is  at 
least  this  satisfaction — that  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  there  is  a  recognition 
that  a  great  evil  exists  which  demands 
the  action  of  this  House,  that  it  is  for  this 
House  to  govern  the  Church  in  the  last 
resort,  ana  that  it  is  the  business  of  the 
clergy  to  obey  the  law  as  it  is  laid  down 
by  the  Crown  and  Parliament.  The 
House  must  make  it  perfectly  clear  that 
the  Church  does  not  mean  the  Priests. 
They  say  "  the  Church  is  to  make  the  law." 
Yes,  but  the  Church  is  the  laity,  and  the 
clergy  are  only  the  ministers.  Therefore, 
unless  we  give  that  authority,  unless  we 
see  that  it  is  enforced,  if  we  are  going  to 
leave  this  question  in  the  situation  in 
which  it  now  stands  it  wiU  be  finally 
impossible  to  maintain  the  Church  of 
England  as  a  national  Church  or  as  an 
Establishment. 

♦The  first  LORD  of  theTREASURY 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester,  E.):  The 
last  five  or  six  minutes  of  the  right 
honourable  Gentleman's  speech  were 
nominally  devoted  to  the  discussion  of 
the  Bill  and  of  the  Amendment,  and  to 


an  explanation  of  the  reasons  which  in- 
duced him  to  take  the  somewhat  singular 
course  of  voting  both  for  the  Bill  and 
— if  the  chance  is  left  him,  as  I  do  not 
doubt  it  will  be — for  the  Amendment. 
Yet  even  now  I  do  not  understand  why 
the  right  honourable  Gentleman  is  going 
to  vote  for  the  Bill,  because  he  did  not  say 
a  single  word  in  defence  of  any  one  of  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill.  His  only  observa- 
tions' on  the  clauses  of  the  measure  were 
condemnatory,  and  as  for  'the  favour — 
the  somewhat  qualified  favoiu*  —  with 
which  he  appears  to  regard  the  Amend- 
ment, I  attach  very  little  importance  to 
that,  as  it  appears  to  me  that  he  has  read 
into  the  Amendment  intentions  which 
the  Amendment  does  not  convey,  and  has 
given  meanings  to  its  language  which 
neither  the  rules  of  grammar  nor  any 
other  rules  would  justify.  Sir,  if  I  had 
time  I  should  like  to  criticise  some  of  the 
historical  observations  with  which  the 
right  honourable  Gentleman  began  his 
speech.  I  will  not  do  so  because  I  have 
more  practical  and  pressing  matters  to 
deal  with.  But  the  right  honourable 
Gentleman  never  gives  this  House  or  the 
country  his  views  upon  the  Reformation 
settlement  without  falling  into  historical 
errors  so  gross  and  extraordinary  that  it 
is  really  with  the  utmost  difficulty  that  I 
restrain  myself  on  the  present  occasion 
from  endeavouring  to  deal  with  them. 
But  this  afternoon  at  all  events,  we  must 
leave  historical  matters  on  one  side,  and 
come  to  the  practical  question.  How  has 
the  right  honourable  Gentleman  dealt 
with  the  practical  question  1  He  devoted 
three-fourths  of  hi8  speech  to  an  attack 
on  the  bishops  for  their  conduct  since 
December  last.  In  December  last  he  said 
that  the  bishops  were  in  a  position  to 
remedy  the  evils  which  all  acknowledged 
were  present  in  the  Church ;  and,  because 
the  bishops  have  not,  between  the  end  of 
December  and  May  10th,  done  all  that  the 
right  honoiu*able  Gentleman  thinks  they 
ought  to  have  done,  he  is,  as  I  understand 
him,  prepared  to  pass  a  vote  of  condemna- 
tion on  the  bishops  and  to  thrust  them 
aside  from  their  legitimate  share  in  the 
government  of  the  Chiu-ch. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  I  said 

"  for  many  years  past." 

♦Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  It  was  in  Decem- 
ber last  that  the  right  honourable  Gentle- 
man said  he  still  looked  to  the  bishops. 
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And  because,  since  December  last,  they 
have  not  done  all  he  thinks  they  might 
have  done  he  has  adopted  the  course  I 
describe.  In  what  is  shown  the  laxity  of 
the  bishops  1  He  says  that  they  might 
have  had  a  prosecution,  and  that  they  have 
had  no  prosecution.  Is  the  activity  of  the 
bishops  to  be  measured  by  the  number  of 
prosecutions  they  permit  or  encourage? 
Prosecutions  may  be  necessary,  but  when 
necessary  they  are  a  necessary  evil,  and 
an  evil  the  magnitude  of  which  every 
bishop  and  every  Churchman  I  believe 
(except  the  right  honourable  Gentleman)  is 
prepared  to  acknowledge.  I  object  to  this 
measure  of  the  activity  of  the  bishops. 
The  right  honourable  Gentleman's  views 
as  to  the  proper  way  of  governing  the 
Church  shows  him  to  be,  I  think,  an 
indifferent  adviser  on  matters  ecclesiastical. 
Since  December  last  the  bishops  have, 
without  prosecutions,  done  an  enormous 
amount  by  exhortation  and  advice  to 
check  the  extreme  practices  to  which 
objection  is  so  justly  taken.  And  in  addi- 
tion to  that  exhortation  and  advice,  which 
has  been  most  fruitful  of  good  results, 
they  have  established  these  tribunals  at 
which  I  understand  the  right  honourable 
Gentleman  sneers,  but  the  effects  of  which 
it  is  as  yet  too  early  to  judge,  though  of 
those  effects  I,  at  all  events,  entertain  the 
highest  hopes.  But  I  suppos^  it  would 
be  a  disappointment  to  the  honoiu'able 
Gentleman  who  interrupted  me  just  now 
if  the  result  of  the  action  of  the  bishops, 
either  by  exhortation  or  through  these 
informal  tribunals,  was  to  restore  the 
Church  to  that  position  to  which  he 
would  like  to  see  it  restored,  if  restored 
at  all,  only  by  the  bitter  scandals  of  a 
public  prosecution.  I  fundamentally 
differ  from  him.  I  should  regard  such  a 
consummation  as  the  greatest  evil  that 
couldhappen  to  the  Church,  and  I  do  most 
earnestly  trust  that  the  judicious  action 

Mr.  A.  J.  Balfowr, 


of  the  bishops,  the  good  sense  of  all  the 
parties  concerned,  may  render  such  prose- 
cutions unnecessary  in  the  future.  I 
would,  not  in  this  respect,  imitating  the 
right  honourable  Gentleman,  now  ask  the 
House  for  one  moment  to  turn  to  the  Bill. 
I  do  not  dwell  upon  the  indirect  and 
unintended  hardships  which  that  mea.sure 
must  inflict  upon  what  I  may  call  acci- 
dental offenders  belonging  to  all  classes 
of  ecclesiastical  opinion.  That  matter 
was  sufficiently  dealt  with  by  my  honour- 
able and  learned  friend,  the  Attorney- 
General,  and  I  think  he  convinced  every 
man  in  the  House  that  these  hardships 
would  be  an  inevitable  result  of  the 
measure,  and  are  of  a  character  which  no 
mere  alteration  of  phraseology  in  Com- 
mittee could  remedy  or  correct.  This, 
however,  is  not  the  point  on  which  I 
wish  to  dwell  this  afternoon.  I  want 
the  House  for  a  moment  to  face  the 
real  facts  of  the  situation,  and  to  ask 
themselves  in  all  sincerity  what  is  the 
evil  they  wish  to  cure,  and  whether  this 
Bill  is  likely  to  cure  it.  We  often  hear  it 
said  that  the  evil  with  which  this  Bill  is 
intended  to  deal  is  the  breaking  of  the  law 
of  the  Church ;  that  it  is  intended,  and 
solely  intended,  to  prevent  aberrations 
from  the  rules  of  ritual  laid  down  by  the 
Prayer-book,  that  its  object  is  simply  to 
secure  that  the  Rubrics  shall  be  obeyed. 
But  this  is  a  most  incorrect  and  inadequate 
account  of  the  object  which  we  all  really 
have  at  heart.  There  are  a  great  many 
infractions  of  the  Rubrics  such  as  those 
mentioned  by  my  honourable  and  learned 
friend  the  Attorney-General,  which  may 
be  good  or  may  be  bad,  but  which  are  not 
the  reasons  why,  at  this  moment,  this 
House  is  crowded  with  anxious  auditors 
and  why  the  country  outside  is  so  deeply 
concerned  with  the  problems  with  which 
we  are  dealing.  It  is  something  diffe- 
rent from  the  mere  bare  legal  question  of 
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the    maintenance    of   the   precise    ritual  j  tators  to  a  Communion  Service.    I  do  not 


re({uirecl  of  the  Rubrics,  important  as  that 
may  be  which  is  agitating  the  country. 
Sir,  what  this  House  is  concerned  with  at 
the  present  moment  is  the  belief,  which 
has  a  great  justification  in  fact,  that  a 
certain  number — I  believe  a  very  small 
number — of  the  clergy  of  the  Church  of 
England  are  determined,  if  they  can,  to 
pervert  the  ritual  and  discipline  of  the 
Church  of  England  to  something  which 
diifers  from  the  ritual  and  discipline  of 
the  Church  of  Rome,  faintly,  if  at  all. 
That  is  the  fear  which  moves  us,  and  for 
that  fear  there  is  undoubtedly  some  justi- 
fication in  the  practices  and  theories  of  a 
small  body  of  the  Church  of  England. 
Let  us,  therefore,  openly  state  what  it  is 
we  desire.  We  desire  to  prevent  this 
Romanising  process.  But  what  does  this 
Bill  do  to  prevent  it  1  I  listened  with 
great  interest  to  my  honourable  friend 
who  moved  the  Second  Reading.  He 
gave  us  examples  of  abuses  which  have 
crept  into  the  Church,  and  I  thought  that 
this  preface  was  going  to  lead  up  to  some 
evidence  that  the  Bill,  if  carried,  would 
cure  the  evils  of  which  he  complained. 
But  he  did  nothing  of  the  kind.  He 
mentioned  in  terms  of  reprobation — ^in 
terms  of  reprobation  not,  in  my  judg- 
ment, too  strong — the  case  of  a  certain 
Mr.  Cottam,  who  appears  to  have  said, 
either  in  a  sermon  or  in  some  bbok, 
that  it  was  a  sin  to  give  money  to 
a  Dissenter  or  to  go  into  his  chapel.  I 
think  that  is  a  preposterous  doctrine  ;  yet 
how  would  it  be  touched  by  this  Bill  1 
Of  course,  it  would  not  be  touched  Mr. 
Cottam  might  go  on  spreading  this 
charitable  view  of  the  relations  between 
different  branches  of  the  Christian 
Church  as  much  if  this  Bill  were  law  as 
he  can  at  the  present  time.  He  went  on 
to  tell  us  that  at  a  church  near  here  a 
large  number  of  children  went  £ks  spec- 

VOL.  LXXI.         [Fourth  Skries.] 


know  the  facts  of  the  case  in  detail,  but, 
judging  from  what  my  honourable  friend 
said,  it  is  a  proceeding  to  which  I  per- 
sonally should  have  the  very  strongest 
objection.  But  how  would  it  be  cured  by 
this  Bill  ?  It  will  not  be  touched  by  the 
Bill,  and  if  any  one  wants  to  have  a 
further  illustration  of  how  far  the 
framers  of  the  Bill  are  from  adapting 
their  remedy  to  the  evil  of  which  they 
complain,  let  him  consider  the  clause  of 
the  Bill  which  forbids  the  use  of  the  word 
"Mass."  The  use  of  the  word  "Mass," 
in  my  judgment,  indicates  a  very  deep- 
seated  evil.  So  far  as  I  am  acquainted 
with  Anglican  literature,  there  has  been 
in  the  300  years  succeeding  the  Reforma- 
tion no  Anglican  divine  of  any  import- 
ance, to  whatever  school  he  may  have  be- 
longed, who  would  not  have  been  shocked 
at  the  introduction  of  the  word  "  Mass  " 
as  describing  the  English  Communion 
Service.  I  believe  it  would  have  been  as 
repulsive  to  Laud  as  to  Tillotson,  and  that 
High  Church,  Low  Church,  and  Broad 
Church  would  have  concurred  in  con- 
demning it.  And  if  it  is  now  so  employed 
by  any  clergyman,  that  clerg}rman  justly 
lays  himself  open  to  the  suspicion  that  he 
is  not  really  loyal  to  that  branch  of  the 
Universal  Church  to  which  he  nominally 
belongs.  So  far  I  am  in  absolute  agree- 
ment with  what  I  understand  to  be  the 
views  of  my  honourable  friend  and  the 
framers  of  the  Bill,  but  are  they  not  by 
this  clause,  as  by  all  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill,  attacking  the  mere  surface  indication 
of  an  evil  without  touching  the  evil  it- 
self? You  forbid  a  man  under  the 
severest  penalties  to  utter  the  word 
<'Mass,"  but  this  Bill  does  not  prevent 
him  teaching  the  doctrine  of  Transub- 
stantiation.  This  Bill  does  not  prevent 
him,  in  covert  language,  teaching  the  doc- 
trine  of    the    Sacrifices  of   Masses — the 
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whole  substance  of  the  Roman  teaching 
on  the  subject  of  the  Eucharist  might  be, 
as  far  as  this  Bill  is  concerned,  taught  after 
it  passes,  as  well  as  it  can  be  taught  now. 
My  honourable  friends'  desire  is  to  put  an 
end  to  a  real  evil,  but  in  their  endeavour  to 
put  an  end  to  the  real  evil  they  attack 
merely   the  83nnptom  of  the    evil    and 
leave  the  evil  itself  absolutely  untouched. 
I  do  not  think  there  can  be  a  better 
indication    of    the     hoUowness    of    this 
attempt,  and  of  the  failure  to  which  it  is 
foredoomed.     What  we   object^  to,   after 
all,    is   not,    solely    or  mainly,    aberra- 
tions of  ritual.     I  think,  as  I  have  often 
said  in  this  House,  that  every  member  of 
the  English  Church,  when  he  goes  to  an 
English  Church,   has  a  right  to  have  a 
service  in  harmony  with  the  spirit  of  the 
Prayer-book.     But  my  honourable  friends 
profess  to  be  attacking  something  deeper 
than   that,  and  yet  they  do  not  touch 
doctrine  in  their  Bill.     I  do  not  say  they 
are  wrong,  but  that  only  shows  that  the 
machinery  of    the  Bill   is  by    its  very 
nature  directed  to  the  surface  of  things, 
and  does   not  penetrate   to  those  inner 
realities  which  are  the  real  source  of  all 
the  evils  of  which  we  complain.     If  it  be 
true,  as  I  think  it  is  obviously  true,  that 
this  Bill  is  open   to  all  the  objections 
urged  by  my    honourable  and  learned 
friend    the    Attorney  -  General,   and  to 
the  general  objections  which  I  have  just 
stated  to  the  Committee,  then  this  Bill 
does  not  do  what  its  promoters  desire 
it  to  do,  and  it  is  open  in  addition  to 
the  charge  that  it  carries  in   its   train 
inevitable  evils,  the  magnitude  of  which 
it   is  really  hardly   possible  to  foresee. 
Supposing  you  carry  this  Bill,  you  might, 
at    the    cost    of     endless     prosecutions, 
endless  scandals,  and  endless  difficulties, 
secure  an  external,  minute  legalism  and 
uniformity    of    ritual.       I    presume,    if 
this     Bill     were    passed,     every    Low 


Church  clergyman  would  be  obliged    to 
minutely  conform  himself  in  some  parti- 
culars in  which  he  does  not  conform  him- 
self now  to  the  directions  of  the  Prayer- 
book.     Every    High   Church   clergyman 
would  be  obliged  to  do  the  same.     All 
such    things  as     Harvest    Thanksgiving 
would  be  absolutely  impossible,  and  the 
Church  would  be  bound  to  a  rigid  uni- 
formity, the  value  of  which  I  do  not,  I 
confess,  myself  see.     Would  any  spiritual 
unity  be  gained  thereby  %     Would  you 
thereby  prevent  the  teaching  to  which  you 
object  ^    Would  you  thereby  defeat  the 
disloyalty  of  that  small  section  of  whose 
actions  I  have   so  often  had  to  speak  in 
terms  of  censure  and  condemnation?  It 
appears   to   me  you    would   leave  them 
exactly  where  they  were.    They  would  be 
prevented,  indeed,  from  a  certain  amount  of 
symbolical  ritual  which  expresses  doctrines 
not,  presumably,  in  conformity  with  those 
of  the  Church,  but  you  would  not  touch 
their  teaching.     You  would    not  touch 
their  sermons  and  their  management  of 
voluntary    schools.      You    would    leave 
them  in  essence    wholly   imtrammelled. 
You  would  put  the  Church  into  fetters 
that  I  think  would  be  very  little  to  its 
advantage.     But    you  would    do    much 
more.    You  would  endeavour  to  substi- 
tute for  the  government  of  the  Church 
by  the  bishops,  government  of  the  Church 
by  the  Courts  of  Law.     You  cannot  do 
that  without  destroying  the  Church.  The 
Church  is  a  living  organism,  and  no  living 
organism  can  be  guided  and  directed  by 
the  mere  interpretation  of  documents  by 
a  Court,  however  able  those  who  consti- 
tute that    Court    may    be.     My  noble 
friend  who  made  a  speech  just  now  with 
his  accustomed  vigour,   indicated  to  us 
that  those  with  whom  he  agrees  can  never 
be  content  with  this  substitution  of  dead 
authority  for  living  guidance.     There  are 
a  great  many  who  do  not  agree  with  my 
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noble  friend   in  the  peculiar  complexion  |  this  matter.     But  of  this  I  am  sure,  that 
of  his  theology  who  would  entirely  agree  i  if  time   should  show  that  the  existing 


with  his  views  on  this  point.  It  surely 
must  appear  to  everybody  as  the  height  of 
absurdity  to  suppose  that  a  court  of  law, 
supplied  with  work  by  common  informers, 
is  an  appropriate  means  for  governing  any 
assembly  of  human  beings,  let  alone  a 
spiritual  organisation.  You  cannot  manage 
an  office  or  a  company  or  a  nation  in  that 
way.  You  cannot  manage  any  collection 
of  human  beings,  organised  for  any  pur- 
pose whatever ;  and  least  of  all  can  we 
attempt  to  manage  by  the  litigation  and 
technicalities  of  a  court  of  law  a  great 
spiritual  organization  which  is  nothing  if 
it  is  not  animated  by  spiritual  objects  and 
ideals.  I  admit  that  there  must  always 
be  behind  every  binding  system  of  rules 
a  court  of  law.  That  is  quite  as  true  of 
Nonconformity  as  it  is  true  of  the  Esta- 
blishment. But  neither  Nonconformists 
nor  the  Establishment  can  depend  for 
their  daily  government,  for  their  manage- 
ment, and  their  spiritual  sustenance  on 
devices  given  them  by  the  cold  hand 
of  a  mere  legal  expert.  This  Amend- 
ment contemplates  the  possibility  that 
further  legislation  may  be  necessary. 
I  earnestly  trust  we  need  not  go  further. 
I  have  a  firm  conviction  that  the  action 
of  the  bishops  may  render  such  legisla- 
tion wholly  unnecessary.  But,  of  course, 
it  is  possible  that  legislation  may  be 
required.  I  trust  that  if  it  is  required 
the  difficult  problems  that  will  involve 
will  be  approached  in  a  somewhat  different 
temper  from  that  which  has  animated 
many  of  those  who  have  taken  part  in  the 
recent  controversy.  The  Church  of 
England  is  too  complex  a  body  to  be 
dealt  with  by  the  rough-and-ready 
methods  which  seem  to  commend  them- 
selves to  persons  of  ardent  zeal,  but  very 
often  of  defective  historical  knowledgOi 
who  have  in  some  cases  taken  the  lead  in 


organization  of  the  Church  cannot  secure 
that  obedience  which  ought  to  exist  in 
the  body  of  every  Communion,  whatever 
its  character,  and  if  the  remedy  is  such 
as  to  practically  destroy  the  Episcopal 
character  of  the  Church,  then  I  think  that 
will  be  the  beginning  of  the  end  of  the 
Church  of  England.     I  do  not  anticipate 
any  such    result.     I  believe    that    the 
present  law  is  sufficient.     I  believe  that 
in  the  hands  of  the  present  Episcopate  it 
will  be  found  sufficient,   and  I  believe 
that,  if  it  is  not  found  to  be  sufficient,  we 
could    still    be     able    to    devise    such 
reforms  as  might  prove  to  be  necessary 
without    impairing    that    authority    of 
the     Episcopate    which    I    regard     as 
absolutely  essential  to  the  healthy  work- 
ing of  the  Episcopal  Church.     If  I  look 
forward  with  hope  to  the  future — I  make 
no  pretence  to  be  a  prophet — I*  admit  that 
there  are  difficultiesand  dangers  which  have 
still  to  be  met  and  faced.     It  will  rest 
with  the  rulers  of  the  Church  and  the 
members  of  the  Church  to  shew  whether 
they  can  display  sufficient  tolerance  of 
each  other's  differences,  sufficient  charity 
with  regard  to  each  other's  views,  sufficient 
sense  of  the  great  mission  to   which  the 
Church  is  destined  to  enable  them  to 
find  a  remedy  which  shall  not    inflict 
upon  the  organization  of  the  Church  any 
fatal  wound.     I  do  not  deny-  -I  do  not 
conceal  for  one  moment  my  own  belief — 
that  if  the  English  Church  established  or 
unestablished  is  to  remain  the  Church 
of    the  great  majority  of   the    people, 
it  must  be  that  ancient  institution  as 
it  was  remodelled  at  the  time  of   the 
Reformation.    It  is,  indeed,  the  Church 
of    St.     Augustine    and     St    Anselm, 
but  it  is  something  more.      It  is  the 
Church  whose  doctrine  was  purified  and 
whose  ritual  was  simplified  in  the  I6th 
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century  ;  and  it  is  only  so  long  as  it  re- 
tains that  character  that  it  can  hope  to 
preserve  the  affections  of  the  English 
people.  But  it  is  because  I  most  firmly 
and  conscientiously  believe  that  this  Bill 
is  no  sense  helps  us  to  attain  that  great 
result  that  1  most  gladly  add  my  voice  to 


those  who,  I  trust,  by  an  overwhelming 
majority,  will  refuse  to  grant  it  a  Second 
Reading. 

Question  put. 

The     House     divided: — Ayes,      156; 
Noes,  310.     (Division  List  No.  132.) 


Abraham,  William  (Rhondda) 
Allan,  William  (Gateshead) 
Allen,  Wm.  (Newc.  underLyme) 
Allison,  Robert  Andrew 
Archdale,  Edward  Mei'vyn 
Ascroft,  Robert 
Asher,  Alexander 
Awhton,  Thonijus  Gair 
Atherley-JoneH,  L. 
i^ker,  ^ir  John 
Ralfour,Rt  Hn  J .  Blair(Clackni. 
Harlow,  John  Emmott 
Bayley,  Thomas  (Derbyshire) 
Hilison,  Alfred 
Blakiston-Houston,  John 
Broadhurst,  Henry 
Brown,  Alexander  H. 
Brunner,  Sir  John  Tomlinson 
Caldwell,  James 
Cameron,  Sir  Charles  (Glasgow 
Cameron,  Robert  (Durham) 
Cawley,  Fretlerick 
Chaloner,  Captain  R.  G.  W. 
Channing,  Francis  Allston 
Clark,  Dr.  G.  B.(Caithne88-8h.) 
Cloush,  Walter  Owen 
Codifington,  Sir  William 
Colville,  John 

Cooke,C.W.  Radcliffe(Heref  d) 
Corbett,  A.  Cameron(Gla8gow) 
Crombie,  John  William 
Cross,  Herb.  Shepherd  (Bolton) 
Cruddas,  William  Donaldson 
Dalziel,  James  Henry 
Davies,M.Vaughan-(Cardigan) 
Denny,  Colonel 
Donkm,  Richard  Sim 
Douglas,  Charles  M.  (Lanark) 
Dunn,  Sir  William 
Evans,  Samuel  T.  (Glamorgan) 
Evershed,  Sidney 
Fenwick,  Charles 
Fitzmaurice,  Lord  Edmond 
Foster,  Sir  Walter  (Derby  Co.) 
GourleVjSir  EdwardTemperley 
Gnffith,  Ellis  J. 
Gurdon,Sir  William  Brampton 
Harcourt,Rt.Hon.  Sir  William 
Harwood,  George 
Hayne,Rt.  Hon.  Charles  Seale- 
Hazell,  Walter 
Hedderwick,  Thomas  Chas.  H. 
Holland,WmiamH(York,WR. 


Acland-Hood,  Capt.  Sir  Alex.  F. 

Aird,  John 

Allhuaen,  Augustus  H.  Eden 

Arnold,  Alfred 

Atkinson,  Rt.  Hon.  John 

Mr.  A,  J.  Baifaur. 


AYES. 

Hornby,  Sir  William  Henry 
Homiman,  Frederick  John 
Houston,  R.  P. 
Hughes,  Colonel  Edwin 
Humphreys-Owen,  Arthur  C. 
Hutton,  Alfred  E.  (Morley) 
Jacoby,  James  Alfred 
Johnston,  William  (Belfast) 
Joicey,  Sir  James 
Jones,DavidBrynmor(Swansea 
Kearley,  Hudson  E. 
Kemp,  Geoi^e 

Kinlock,SirtK)hn  GeorgeSmyth 
Kitson,  Sir  James 
Lambert,  George 
Lawrence,  Wm.  F.  (Liverpool) 
Lawson,SirWilfrid(Cum  bland 
Lea,  Sir  Thomas  (Londonderry 
Leese,Sir Joseph  F.(Accrington 
Leng,  Sir  John 
Leuty,  Thomas  Richmond 
Lewis,  John  Herbert 
Lough,  Thomas 
Lyell,  Sir  Leonard 
Maclver,  David  (Liverpool) 
M'Kenna,  Reginald 
M'Laren,  Charles  Benjamin 
M'Leod,  John 
Maddison,  Fi-ed. 
Maden,  John  Henry 
Mappin,  Sir  Frederick  Thorpe 
Menor,Rt.Hon.  J.  W.  (Yorks.) 
Moore,  William  (Antrim,  N.) 
Morgan,  J.  Lloyd  (Carmarthen 
Morley,  Charles  (Breconshire) 
Morton,  Edw.  J.C.(Devonport) 
Moss,  Samuel 
Moulton,  John  Fletcher 
Newdigate,  Francis  Alexander 
Norton,  Capt.  Cecil  William 
Nussey,  Thomas  Willans 
Oldroyd,  Mark 
O'Neill,  Hon.  Robert  Torrens 
Orr-Ewing,  Charles  Lindsey 
Palmer.Sir  CharlesM.  Q)urhani 
Palmer,  George  Wm.  (Reading) 
Paulton,  James  Mellor 
Pearson,  Sir  Weetman  D. 
Perks,  Robert  William 
Philipps,  John  Wynford 
Pickara,  Benjamin 
PickersgUl,  Edward  Hare 
Pilkington,  Richard 

NOES. 

Austin,  Sir  John  (Yorkshire) 
Bailey,  James  (Walworth) 
Baillie,  James  B.  B.(  Inverness) 
Baird»  John  Ge<>rge  Alexander 
Baldwin,  Alfiied 


Pirie,  Duncan  V. 
Priestley,  Briggs  (Yorks) 
Provana,  Andrew  Dryburgh 
Reckitt,  Harold  James 
Richardson,  J.  (Durham,  S.  K. ) 
Rickett,  J.  Compton 
Roberts,  John  Bryn  (Eifion) 
Roberts,  John  H.  (Denbighs) 
Robertson,  Edmund  (Dundee^ 
Rutherford,  John 
Samuel,  J.  (Stockton  on  Tees) 
Saunderson,Rt.Hn.Col.  Edw.  J . 
Seton-Karr,  Henry 
Shaw,  Charles  Edw.  (Staffonl) 
Shaw,  Thomas  (Hawick  B.) 
Sidebottom,T.  Harrop(Stalybr. 
Sidebottom,  William  (Derbyah. 
Smith,  Samuel  (Flint) 
Soames,  Arthur  Wellesley 
Spicer,  Albert 
Stanhope,  Hon.  Philip  J. 
Stock,  James  Henry 
Stuart,  James  (Shoreditch) 
Thomas,  Abel  ( Carmarthen,  E. ) 
Thomas,  Alfred(Glamorgan,E. ) 
Thomas,  David  Alfred  ( Merthyr 
Trevelyan,  Charles  Philip 
Tritton,  Charles  Ernest 
Ure,  Alexander 
Viscent,  Col.  Sir  C.  H.  Howanl 
Wallace,  Robert  (Perth) 
Walton,John  Law8on(Lee4ls,S. 
Walton,  Joseph  (Bamsley) 
Warner,  Thomas  Courtenay  T. 
Warr,  Augustus  Frederick 
Wedderbum,  Sir  William 
Weir,  James  Galloway 
Whiteley,  George  (Stockport) 
Whittaker,  Thomas  Palmer 
Williams,  John  Carvell  (Notts. 
Willox,  Sir  John  Archibald 
Wilson,  Henry  J.  ( York,W.  R. ) 
Wilson,  John  (Durham,  Mid.) 
Wilson,  John  ((iovan) 
Wilson, Jos.  H .  (Middlesbrough 
Wolff,  Gustav  Wilhelm 
Woodall,  William 
WoodhouseSirJT(Hndd'rsfieM 
Woods,  Samuel 
Yoxall,  James  Henry 
Tellebs    for  the   Ayes— 

Mr.  Charles  M'Arthur  and 

Colonel  Sandys 


Balf our,Rt.  Hon.  A.  J.  ( Manch'r 
Balfour,RtHnGeraldW.(Leed8 
Banbury,  Frederick  George 
Barnes,  l<Yederic  Gorell 
Barry,RtHnAH.Smith(HantK 
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Hiiiry,  Sir  Franci»  T.(\Vin(l»or) 
IJartley,  (;eorKe  ('.  T. 
Barton,  Dunbar  Plunket 
liathurHt, Hon. Allen  Benjamin 
Beach,Rt.Hn.SirM.H.(BriHtol) 
Bea**li,  W.  \VBraniHton(  HantH. ) 
lieckett,  Ernest  William 
l^^^K^t  Fenlinand  Faithful! 
BeiiiroHe,  Sir  William  Howe 
lieresfonl.  Lord  CharleH 
Bet  hell,  (^ommander 
Blio\vna|;gree,  Sir  M.  M. 
Biddulpn,  Michael 
Bi<;wooil,  JaineH 
Bill,  Charles 
Blake,  E<lward 
Blundell,  Colonel  Henrj' 
Itolitho,  Thomas  BedfoKl 
Ik)nd,  Edwanl 
Bonsor,  Henr}'  Cosmo  Orme 
lioscawen,  Arthur  iJriffith- 
lk)UH(ield,  William  Robert 
liowles,  Caiit.  H.  F  (Middlesex 
Bowles,  T.  iiibson  (Lynn  Regis 
Brassey,  All>ert 
Brodrick,  Rt.  Hon.  St.  John 
liunlett-Coutts,  W. 
Burt,  Thomas 
Butcher,  John  (leorge 
( 'arew,  James  Lawrence 
(?arlile,  William  Walter 
(^arson,  Rt.  Hon.  Edward 
Cavendish,  R.  F.  (N.  Lanes) 
C.'avendish,  V.  C.  W.(Derbyshire 
( -ayzer,  Sir  Charles  William 
(•ecil,  Evelyn  (Hertford,  East) 
('ecil.  Lord  Hugh  (Greenwich) 
(yliamberlain,Rt.Hon.  J.(Birm. 
Cliamberlain,JAusten(Worc'r. 
Chaplin,  Rt.  Hon.  Henry 
( 'harrington,  Spencer 
Chelsea,  Viscount 
Clare,  (ictavius  Leigh 
Clarke,Sir  Edward  (Plymouth) 
(^ochrane,  Hon.  Thos.  H.  A.  E. 
Collin^s,  Rt.  Hon.  Jesse 
ColomD,SirJohn  ('harles  Ready 
Colston,  Chas.  Edw.  H.  Athofe 
Compton,  Lord  Alwyne 
Cook,  Fred  Lucas  (I^mbeth) 
ComwalliB,Fiennes  Stanley  W. 
Cotton- Jodrell,  Col.  Edw. T.I). 
Courtney,Rt.  Hon.  Leonard  H. 
Cox,Irwin  Edwanl  B.(Harrow) 
(^ranbome,  Viscount 
( Vipps,  Charles  Alfred 
Cross,  Alexander  ((Uasgow) 
Cubitt,  Hon.  Henry 
Curran,  Thomas  B.  (Donegal) 
Curran,  Thomas  (Sligo,  S.) 
Currie,  Sir  Donald 
Curzon,  Viscount 
Dalbiac,  Colonel  Philip  Hugh 
Dalkeith,  Earl  of 
Daly,  James 

Dictson-Poynder,  Sir  John  P. 
Disraeli,  Coningsby  Ralph 
Dixon-  Hartland,SirFredi)ixon 
Do<^^,  P.  C. 

Donngton,  Sir  John  Edward 
Doughty,  George 
Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  'A.  Akers- 
Doxford,  William  Theodore 
Dunconibe,  Hon.  Hubert  V. 
Dyke,Rt.  Hn.SirW^iIliam  Hart 


{10  May  1899} 

Eeerton,  Hon.  A.  de  Tatton 
Elliot,  Hon.  A.  Ralph  Douglas 
Fanlell,  Sir  T.  George 
Fellowcs,  Hon  Ailwyn  Edwanl 
Fergusson,  Rt  Hon  SirJ .  ( Manc'r 
Fieui,  Admiral  (Ea-stlwume) 
Finch,  George  H. 
Fin  lay,  Sir  Robert  Bannatyne 
Firbank,  Jose])h  Thomas 
Fisher,  William  Hayes 
FiHon,  Frederick  William 
FitzGerald,Sir  Roliert  I'enrose- 
Fitz  Wygram,  (Teneral  Sir  F. 
Fletcher,  Sir  Henry 
Flower,  Ernest 
Folkestone,  Viscount 
Forster,  Heniy  William 
Foster,  Colonel  (Ijancaster) 
Fowler,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Henry 
Fry,  Lewis 

(ralloway,  William  Johnson 
Garfit,  William 
Gedge,  Sidney 
(viblions,  J.  Lloyd 
(;i  bl>s,HnA.(;.  fl.  (Cityof  Lond. 
(viblis,  Hon.  Vicary  (St.  Allwins) 
(;il&s,Charles  Tyrrell 
(villiat,  John  Saunders 
(»odson  ,Sir  AugustusFrederick 
(voldsworthy,  Major-General 
(lordon,  Hon.  John  Edwanl 
Gorst,  Rt  Hon.  Sir  John  Eldon 
Cvoschen,  George  J.  (Sussex) 
(moulding,  Edward  Alfre<l 
(vrahani,  Henry  Robert 
Gray,.  Ernest  (West  Ham) 
Green,  Walford  D(  Wednesbury 
(ireene, Henry  D. (Shrewsbury) 
(ireene,  W.  Rayinon<l-(Caml)s) 
(vretton,  John 
(iull.  Sir  Cameron 
(runter,  ('olonel 
Haldane,  Richard  Bunion 
Hall.  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Charles 
Halsey,  Thomas  Frederick 
Hamilton,Rt.  Hn.  Lord  George 
Hanson,  Sir  Reginald 
Hanly,  Laurence 
Haslett,  Sir  James  Homer 
Heaton,  John  Henniker 
H elder,  Augustus 
Henderson,  Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge,RobertTrotter 
Hickman,  Sir  Alfred 
Hill,Rt.  HnA.SUvelev(Stoffs. ) 
Hill,  Arthur  (Down,  West) 
Hill,  Sir  Edward  Stock  (Bris.) 
Hoare,Edw.  Brodie(Hampstd. ) 
Hoare,  Samuel  (Norwich) 
Hogan,  James  Francis 
Holland,  Hon.  Lionel  R.  (Bow) 
Houldsworth,  Sir  Wm.  Henry 
Howard,  Joseph 
Howorth,  Sir  Henry  Hoyle 
Hozier,Hon.  James  HenryCecil 
Hubbard,  Hon.  Evelyn 
Hudson,  George  Bickersteth 
Hutchinson,  (^t.G.W.Grice- 
Hutton,  JohnJYorks.,  N.R.) 
Jackson^  Rt.  Efn.  Wm.  Lawies 
Jebb,  Richard  Claverhouse 
Jeffreys,  Arthur  Frederick 
Jenkins,  Sir  John  Jones 
Jessel,  Capt.  Herbert  Merton 
JohnBon-Fergiison,Jabe^£dw. 
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Johnstone,  Her  wood  (Sussex) 
Jolliffe,  Hon.  ft.  George 
Kay-Shuttleworth,RtHnSirU 
Kennaway,  Rt.  Hn.SirJohnH. 
Kenyon,  <)ames 
Kenyon-Slaney,  Col.  William 
Keswick,  Wilaam 
Kimber,  Henry 
King,  Sir  Henry  Seymour 
Knowles,  Lees 

Lawrence,SirE.  Duminc-(  Com 
Lawson,  John  (vrant  (Yorks.) 
Lecky,  Rt.  Hn.  Wm.  Edw.  H. 
Lees,  Sir  Elliott  (Birkenhea<l) 
Leigii- Bennett,  Henrj'  Currie 
Leighton,  Stanley 
LlewelljTi,  Evan H.( Somerset) 
Llewellyn,SirDillwyn-(Swans. 
Lock  wood,  Lt.-Col.  A.  R. 
Loder,  (rerald  Walter  Erskine 
Long,  Col .  Charles  W.  ( Evesham 
Long,Rt.Hn.  Walter  (Liverpl. 
Lopes,  Henry  Yarde  Ihiller 
Loi-ne,  Marquess  of 
Lowe,  Francis  William 
Lowles,  John 
Loyd,  Archie  Kirkman 
Luobock,  Rt.  Hn.  Sir  John 
Lucas-Shad  well,  William 
Lyttelton,  Hon.  Alfred 
>lacaleese,  Daniel 
Macartney,  W.  G.  Ellison 
Macdona,  John  Cumming 
Maclean,  James  Mackenzie 
Maclure,  Sir  John  William 
M'Arthur,  William  (Cornwall) 
M*rver,  Sir  Lewis  (Edinb.,  W. ) 
M*Killop,  Jamas 
Malcolm,  Ian 
Martin,  Richanl  Biddulph 
Masse}'-  Mainwaring,Hn.  W.  F. 
Maxwell,Rt.Hn.SirHerl>ertE. 
Melville,  Beresford  Valentine 
Meysey-Thonipson,  Sir  H.  M. 
Miudlemore,  J.  Tlirogmorton 
Milliank,  Sir  Powlett  Chas.  J. 
Milner,  Sir  Frederick  George 
Milton,  Viscount 
Mil  ward.  Colonel  Victor 
Monckton,  Edward  Philip 
Montaffu,  Hn.  J.Scott  (Hants.) 
Moon,  £<iward  Robert  Pacy 
More,Robt.Jasper(Shropsliire) 
Morrell,  (ieorge  Herliert 
Morton,  ArthurH.  A.  (Deptfonl 
Mount,  William  Geoi^e 
Muntz,  Philip  A. 
Murray,Rt  IinAGraham(Bute 
Murray,  Charles  J.  (Coventry) 
Murray,  Col.  Wyndham  (Batii) 
Myers,  William  Henry 
Newark,  Viscount 
Nicholson,  William  Graham 
Nicol,  Donald  Ninian 
Northcote,  Hn.  Sir  H.  Staffonl 
O'Brien,  Patrick  (Kilkenny) 
O'Connor,  Jame8(  W^icklow,W. 
Parkes,  Ebenezer 
Pease,Herbert  Pike  (Darlingtn 
Pender,  Sir  James 
Penn,  John 
Percy,  Earl 

Philfpotts,  Captain  Arthur 
Pierpoint,  Robert 
Platt-Higgins,  Frederick 
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Pollock,  Harry  Frederick 
Powell,  Sir  Francis  Sharp 
Pretyman,  Ernest  George 
Priestley,SirW.  O  verend(Edin. 
Purvis,  Kobert 
Pym,  C.  Guy 
Quilter,  Sir  Cuthbert 
Kankin,  Sir  James 
Redmond,  William  (Clare) 
Richards,  Henry  Charles 
Richardson,SirThos.  ( Hartlep'l 
Ridley,Rt.  Hn.  Sir  Matthew  W. 
Ritchie,  Rt.  Hn.  C.  Thompson 
Robertson,  Herbert(  Hackney) 
Robinson,  Brooke 
Robson,  William  Snowden 
Rollit,  Sir  Albert  Kaye 
Round,  James 

Russell,Gen.F.S.  (Cheltenham 
Ryder,  John  Herbert  Dudley 
Sassoon,  Sir  Edward  Albert 
Savory,  Sir  Joseph 
Scoble,  Sir  Andrew  Richard 
Seely,  Charles  Hilton 
Sharpe,  William  Edward  T. 


{COMMONS} 

Sidebotham,  J.  W.  (Cheshire) 
Simeon,  Sir  Barrington 
Skewes-Cox,  Thomas 
Smith,  Hon.  W.  F.  D.  (Strand) 
Spencer,  Ernest 
Stanley,Hn.Arthur  (Omiskirk 
Stanley,  Henry  M.  (Lambeth) 
Stanley,  Lord  (Lanes.) 
Stephens,  Henry  Charles 
Stewart,SirMarK  J.  M*Taggart 
Stirling- Maxwell,  Sir  John  M. 
Strutt,  Hon.  Charles  Hedlev 
Sullivan,  Donal  (Westmeath) 
Sutherland,  Sir  Thomas 
Talbot,Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf.Univ. 
Tennant,  Harold  John 
Thorbum,  Walter 
Tollemache,  Hennr  James 
Tomlinson,  Wm.Eiw.  Murray 
Usbome,  Thomas 
Valentia,  Viscount 
Vemey.Hon.  RichardGreville 
Wallace,  Robert  (Edmburgh) 
Wanklyn,  James  Leslie 
Wanl,  Hon.  Robert  A.  (Crewe) 
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Warde,Lieut.-Col.  C.E.(Kent) 
Webster.SirR.  E.  (Isleof  Wght) 
Welby,  Lieut-Col.  A.  C.  E. 
Wentworth,  Bruce  C.  Vernon 
Wharton,  Rt.  Hn.  John  Lloyd 
Whitmore,  Charles  Algernon 
Williams,  Colonel  R.  (Dorset) 
Williams,  Jos.  Powell-(Birm.) 
WUls,  Sir  William  Henry 
Wilson,  John  (Falkirk) 
Wilson-Todd,  Wm.H.(Yorks.) 
Wodehouse,Rt.  Hn.E.R.(Bath 
Wortley,  Rt.  Hn.  C.  B.Stuart- 
Wylie,  Alexander 
Wyndiiam,  Georee 
Wyndham-Quin,  Major  W\H. 
Wyvill,  Marmaduke  D'Arcy 
Young,  Commander(  Berks,  E. 
Young,  Samuel  (Cavan,  £a.st) 
Younger,  William 

Tellers  for  the  Noes— 
Sir  William  Walrond  and 
Mr.  Anstruther. 


Words  added. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Resolved — 

"  Tliat  this  House,  while  not  prepared  to 
accept  a  measure  which  creates  fresh  offences 
and  Ignores  the  authority  of  the  bishops  in 
mainwuing  the  discipline  of  the  Church,  is 
of  opinion  that,  if  the  efforts  now  being  made 
by  the  archbishops  and  bishops  to  secure  the 
due  obedience  of  the  clergy  are  not  speedily 
effectual,  further  legislation  will  be  re(^uired 
to  maintain  the  observance  of  the  existing 
Laws  of  Church  and  Realm." 


FINE  OR  IMPRISONMENT   (SCOTLAND 
AND  IRELAND)  (Re-committed)  BILL. 

Considered  in  Committee — 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1. 
Committee    report    Progress;    to    sit 
again  To-morrow. 

PUBLIC  ACCOUNTS  COMMITTEE. 

Third  Report  from  the  Select  Com- 
mittee brought  up  and  read. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be 
printed.    [No.  189.] 

House  adjourned  at  ten  minutes 
before  Six  of  the  clock. 
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PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 


STANDING  COMMITTEE  ON 
TRADE,  ETC. 


Motion  mado  and  Question  proposed — 
"That  the  Bill  bo  now  read  the  third  time." 

'  Mr.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green) : 
This  Bill  proposes  to  enable  this  company 
to  raise  two  and  a  half  millions  of  ad- 
>  ditional  capital.  I  ask  the  House  to 
!  postpone  the  Third  Reading  of  the  Bill 
I  upon  considerations  which  the  Committee 
,  itself  was  not  competent  to  enquire  into; 


Ordered,  That  the  Standing  Com- 1  and,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  did  not  enciuire 
mittee  on  Trade,  etc.,  have  leave  to  sit '  into.  I  have  always  thought  that  by  far 
this  day  for  the  consideration  of  the  Sale  ■  the  best  plan  would  be  for  this  Bill  to  be 
of  Food  and  Drugs  Bill  during  the  Sitting  '  referred  to  the  Committee  now  sitting  on 
of  the  House.— (J//-.  John  Edwird  Ellis.)    '  the    question    of    the   metropolitan    gas 


Private  Bills. 

Standing  Order  No.  62  complied  with. 

Mr.  Speaker  laid  upon  the  Table  Report 
from  one  of  the  Examiners  of  Petitions 
for  Private  Bills,  that,  in  the  case  of  the 


companies.  You,  Sir,  decided  on  a 
previous  occasion  that  it  would  not  be 
competent  for  me  to  proceed  with  a 
motion  to  that  effect,  and,  of  course,  I 
bow  to  your  decision.  The  House  is  now 
asked  to  part  with  its  control  over  this 
Bill  at    a   time  when    a    Committee    is 


-  following  Bill,  referred  on  the  First  I  sitting  which  is  enquiring  into  the  man- 
g  Reading  thereof.  Standing  Order  No.  62  agement  and  the  powers  of  all  the  gas 
g    has  been  complied  with,  viz, : — 


CITY  AND  BRIXTON  RAILWAY  BILL. 

Ordered,  That  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time. 


companies  in  London.  It  is  perfectly 
true  that  the  terms  of  reference  to  the 
Committee  included  more  than  this 
particular  company ;  the  Committee  no 
doubt  is  appointee!  to  enquire  into  the 
rates  charged  and  the  methods  of 
DUBLIN  IMPROVEMENT  (BULL  management  of  all  the  metropolitan  gas 
ALLEY    AREA)    BILL.  companies.     I  contend  that  we  ought  not 

Lords'  Amendments    considered,    and    to  let  these  large  powers  pass  out  of  our 
agreed   to.  hands  to  this  company  until  the  Com- 

mittee of  the  House  which  is  now  sitting 


AYR    BURGH    BILL. 
Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


has    reported.      It    is    the    immemorial 

practice    of     Parliament     that    when    a 

company  comes  to  this  House  and  asks 

KENS1N(;T0N    and     NOTTING     hill  I  for  new  powers  it  is  regarded  as  a  proper 

Rfpr^TPio    fniiTTTM..    «fff  ,^.^^  to  enquire  into  tte  way  in   which 

:  the  company  has  heretofore  discharged 
the  duties  which  the  House  has  imposed 


ELECTRIC    LIGHTING    BILL. 
Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


PERTH    WATER,    POLICE,    AND 
GAS    BILL    [Lords.] 

Read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  with 
Amendments. 

SOUTH    EASTERN    AND    LONDON, 

CHATHAM,    AND    DOVER     RAILWAY 

COMPANIES    BILL. 

Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

GREAT    CENTRAL    RAILWAY    BILL. 

Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

[New  Title.] 

GAS. LIGHT  AND  COKE  COMPANY 
BILL  (By  Order). 

THIRD  READING. 

Order  for  third  reading  read. 
VOL.  LXXL         [Fourth  Series.] 


upon   it.     Therefore   I   submit  that  the 
present  is   certainly  an  occasion   when, 
before  we  part  with  this  Bill,  we  ought  to 
have  the  decision  of  the  Committee  before 
'  us.     Last  year  this  company  had  a  Bill  in 
Parliament  the  object  of  which  was  to 
;  settle  up  the  capital,  and  an  endeavour 
I  was  then  made  to  raise  the  question  I 
I  desire  to  go  into  now.     It  was,  however, 
then  said  by  the  counsel  for  the  company 
that  a  question  of  that  kind  could  not  be 
entertained  at  that  time.     He  said   ex- 
pressly that  the  time  for  these  enquiries 
would  come  when  this  company  applied  to 
Parliament  for  new  capital.     The  compan v 
has  applied  to  Parliament  for  new  capital 
and,  therefore,  the  time  has  come,  and 
what  we    say   in    regard   to    this  com- 
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pany  is,  that  the  company  has  itself 
broken  the  statutory  bargains  by 
which  it  is  bound.  There  are 
some  who  seem  to  think  that  standard 
prices  are  sacred  things  which  Parliament 
should  not,  having  once  granted,  touch  for 
all  time ;  but  in  the  case  of  these  gas 
companies,  at  all  events,  the  standard 
prices  are  regulated  by  the  standard  divi- 
dend of  10  per  cent.,  and  those  powers 
were  allowed  on  the  express  understand- 
ing that  the  affairs  of  the  company  were 
properly  conducted.  In  proof  of  that  I 
may  cite  the  opinion  of  one  of  the  strong- 
est Committees  which  has  ever  been 
appointed  by  this  House.  It  was  the 
Committee  which  was  presided  over  by 
Mr.  Cardwell,  in  1866,  and  that  Com- 
mittee said  the  companies  were  only  en- 
titled to  a  10  per  cent,  dividend  aker 
exercising  due  care  in  management.  Our 
complaint  is  that  the  Gas  Light  and  Coke 
Company  have  broken  the  terms  of  the 
statutory  bargain,  and  that  they  have 
not  conducted  the  affairs  of  the  company 
with  due  care.  The  popular  feeling 
against  this  company  is  considerably  en- 
hanced by  a  comparison  between  the 
prices  which  are  charged  by  them  and 
the  prices  which  are  charged  by  the 
South  Metropolitan  Gas  Company.  The 
South  Metropolitan  Gas  Company  charge 
only  2s.  2d,  per  1,000  feet  for  gas,  whue 
the  Gas  Light  and  Coke  Company  charge 
3s.,  and  that  contrast  is  heightened  and 
reduced  almost  to  an  absurdity  by  the 
fact  that,  whereas  the  Gas  Light  and 
Coke  Company  are  charging  3s.  for  its  gas 
on  the  north  side  of  tne  Thames,  they 
charge  only  2.^.  2d.  on  the  south  side  of 
the  river.  Why  is  that  1  The  reason  is 
that  twenty  years  ago  the  Gas  Light  and 
Coke  Company,  after  opposition,  con- 
sented to  an  arrangement  by  which  it 
was  bound  never  to  charge  more  than  the 
South  Metropolitan  charge  on  the  south 
side  of  the  Thames  for  gas.  The  conse- 
quence is  that  consumers  on  the  north 
side  are  paying  more  to  the  gas  companies 
than  the  consumers  on  the  south  side  pay 
to  their  gas  companies.  What  I  want  to 
point  out  is  that  not  only  is  there  this 
diff"erence  in  price  l>etween  the  two  com- 
panies, but  that  the  difference  has  been  a 
gradually growingonefor  thelast  ten  years. 
It  is  not  necessary  that  I  should  give  the 
difference  for  all  the  years,  but  in  1889  the 
difference  was  3(/.,  and  from  that  time  it 
has  regularly  grown.  Anyone  who  has 
thoroughly  studied  the  charges  made  by 

Mr.  Pidn-^n'M.. 


these  two  companies  can  only  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  prices  charged  bv  the 
Gas  Light  and  Coke  Company  ought  to 
be  less  than  those  charged  by  the  South 
Metropolitan  Company.     The  reasons  put 
forward  by  the  Gas  Light  and  Coke  Com- 
pany why  they  should  charge  more  than 
the  South  Metropolitan  Company  seem  to 
me   to   be   very  inadequate.     What  are 
some  of  those  reasons  ?    One  of  them  is> 
that  the  adjustments  of  their  stations  are 
more  necessary  to  their  works  than  is  the 
case  with  the  South  Metropolitan  Gas  Com- 
pany.  I  say  that  this  Bill  is  not  of  imme- 
diate urgency,  and  that  it  regards  ratherthe 
purposes  which  lie  in  the  future  than  the 
purposes  which  lie  in  the  immediate  pre- 
sent, and  one  of  these  objects,  for  which  a 
considerable  portion  of  the  capital  is  re- 
quired, is  to  buy  land  not  to  be  used  for 
the  purpose  of  making  gas,  but  land  just 
lying  around  their  gasworks.     I  submit 
the  estimates  upon  which  this  capital  is 
based  are  excessive.     The  estimates  are 
based  upon  an  average — that  is,  their  esti- 
mate  of  future   expenditure — of   twenty 
years.     That  is  a  very  unusiuil  and  almost, 
unprecedented  proposal.     What  I  propose 
to  do  is  to  move  the  adjournment  of  this. 
Bill  until  the  Committee  now  sitting  has  re- 
ported. It  will  not  be  the  necessary  result 
of  my  motion  if  it  is  accepted  that  the 
gas  company  should  lose  their  Bill  even 
in    the   present   session,    because   if    the 
report  of  the  Committee  now  sitting  should 
l)e  favoura])le  to  the  Gas  Light  and  Coke 
Company  there  will  be  no  kind  of  opposi- 
tion to  this  Bill,  and  I  presume  that  the 
opi)osition  which  has  been  raised  to  this 
measure  in  this  House  will  not  be  renewed 
in  another  place.     There  is  no  reason  in 
the  world  whv   this  Bill  shoulti  not  oro 
through,  even  during  the  present  session. 
But  I  will  assume  that  the  consecjuence  of 
passing   this   Amendment,  which  I   now 
submit  to  the  House,  will  be  the  loss  of 
the   Bill   for   the   present  session.      The 
result  would  not  be  a  verv  great  loss  to 
the  promoters.     I  have  h<td  it  suggeste<^i 
that  their  estimates  are  very  incomplete, 
but   even   acconling   to  the   case   of  the 
promotei*8  they  have  still  sufficient  capital 
for  the  present  year,  they  having  a  sur- 
plus of  £60,000.     This  House  is  always 
very  much  guided  by  precedent,  and  I 
think  the  precedent  of  1875  in  regani  to 
the   gas   comp;uiies   is   a   strong   one    in 
favour  of  the  Jiction  I  am  now  asking  the 
House  to  toke.     In  1875  several  of  the 
metropolitan  gas  companies  had  Bills  be- 
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fore  this  House,  which  asked  for  an 
increase  of  their  capital  powers,  but  the 
House  refused  to  procee<l  with  those  Bills, 
and  the  Committee  known  as  Mr.  Forster's 
Committee  was  appointed,  and  the  Bills 
were  postponed,  and  they  did  not  pass 
into  law  during  the  year  1875,  but  in  the 
following  year  they  were  passed,  after  the 
report  of  Mr.  Forster's  Committee  had 
been  received  by  the  House.  That  is 
exactly  the  course  which  I  ask  the  House 
to  follow  now.  I  would  like  to  give  the 
House  anoth*^r  precedent.  It  may  be 
remembered  that  in  1848  the  Vauxhall 
Water  Company  promoted  a  Bill  which 
fixed  very  high  rates  and  charges,  and 
the  opportunity  was  seized  to  reducs  the 
rates  of  a  ,number  of  the  south  metro- 

g)litan  water  companies  which  had 
ills  before  this  House,  and  from  that 
reduction  the  Vauxhall  Company  man- 
aged to  escape.  Under  the  circumstances 
I  ask  the  House  to  keep  control  over  this 
Bill  until  the  decision  of  the  Committee 
of  Parliament  has  been  made  known  to 
the  House.  Let  the  House  remember 
that  if  we  lose  this  opportunity  it  will 
not  recur  for  ten  years,  and  perhaps  not 
for  twenty  years,  and  during  that  period 
the  incriminated  company  will  be  entirely 
independent  of  the  control  of  Parliament. 
I  cannot  understand  the  House  appointing 
a  Committee  to  enquire  into  the  manage- 
ment and  affairs  of  the  company  if  before 
that  Committee  reports  the  House  is 
willing  to  put  the  company  into  a  posi- 
tion to  enable  it  for  ten  years  at  least  to 
snap  its  fingei-s  at  Parliament.  That 
seem?  to  me  a  most  absurd  position  for 
the  House  to  assume,  and  one  which  is 
distinctly  not  to  the  public  interest.  I 
beg  to  move  that  the  Debate  be  ad- 
journed 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed — 

**  Tliat  the  Debate  be  now  adjoumed." — {Mr. 
PickersgUl. ) 

Mr.  PIRIE  (Aberdeen,  North)  said  he 
would  second  the  motion  of  his  honour- 
able friend.  If  the  House  wislied  that 
the  Committee  which  had  been  appointed 
should  be  a  reality  instead  of  a  sham,  it 
would  wait  for  its  Report  before  passing 
the  Bill.  The  Committee  was  meeting 
primarily  without  a  doubt  to  enquire  into 
the  conduct  of  the  particidar  company 
concerned,  and  he  might  s«iy  that  the 
evidence  already  given  before  that  Com- 
mittee went  conclusively  to  prove  that  of 
all   the  metropolitan  gas   companies   the 


G.IS  Light  and  Coke  Company  was  the 
worst  managed  and  the  company  that 
charged  most  for  its  gas.  That  was 
therefore  a  sufficient  reason  why  the 
hands  of  the  Committee  should  not  be 
tied  as  they  would  be  tied  if  this  Bill 
were  passed.  There  was  no  urgency  in 
the  matter.  If  the  company  wanted 
money  they  had  borrowing  powers  under 
which  they  could  get  it.  If  the  Com- 
mittee reported  that  the  price  of  ^as 
should  be  reduced,  that  recommendation 
could  only  be  given  effect  to  by  the 
Government  of  the  day,  as  a  priv.ite 
Member's  Bill  for  the  purpose  would  not 
be  of  any  use  at  all.  The  only  other  way 
would  be  by  a  Bill  promoted  by  the 
company  itself.  Therefore,  if  the  House 
was  determined  to  put  down  the  largest 
gas  monopoly  in  the  world,  it  should  with- 
out a  doubt  consent  to  the  motion  of  his 
honourable  friend. 

Sir  W.  CODDINGTOX  (Bl:ickbarn) 
said  he  was  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
on  the  Bill,  and  all  the  arguments  of  the 
honourable  Member  for  Bethnal  Green 
were  fully  gone  into  by  the  Committee, 
and  the  Committee  passed  the  Bill.  The 
Bill  was  merely  to  give  the  Gas  Light  arii 
Coke  Company  power  to  raise  increased 
capital,  which  was  absolutely  necessary  for 
the  conduct  of  its  business,  and  the 
Committee  reduced  the  amount  asked  for 
from  three  and  a  half  millions  to  two  and 
a  half  millions.  The  learned  counsel  who 
opposed  the  Bill  did  not  produce  a  single 
witness  against  it,  and  the  whole  of 
the  evidence  was  in  favour  of  the 
Bill.  The  Committee  were  therefore  of 
opinion  that  it  was  a  fair  and  proper  Bill 
to  pass,  but  they  reduced  the  capital  to 
such  an  extent  as  they  thought  would 
compel  the  company  to  come  before  the 
House  of  Commons  again  in  reasonable 
time.  The  money  was  to  be  raiser  1  at  a 
very  cheap  rate  of  interest,  which  would 
enable  the  company  to  reduce  the  price 
of  its  gas.  As  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
he  could  only  say  that  he  had  never 
passed  a  Bill  in  which  he  concurre<l  more 
heartily,  and  he  should  therefore  vote 
against  the  motion. 

Sir  JAMES  RANKIN  (Hereford- 
shire,  Leominster)  said,  as  Chairman  of 
the  Select  Committee  on  the  Metro- 
politan Gas  Companies,  he  might  say 
that  the  Committee  had  consiJcied  the 
question 
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Mr.  speaker  :  This  is  a  Committee 
which  has  not  reported,  and  the  honourable 
Member  would  be  out  of  order  in  referring 
to  its  views.  I  do  not  mean  to  say 
that  the  honourable  Member  may  not  be 
in  order  in  some  of  the  observations  he 
proposes  to  make,  but  he  will  not  be  in 
order  in  referring  to  the  deliberations  of 
that  Committee. 

4 

Mr.  J.  SAMUEL  (Stockton),  as  a 
member  of  the  Committee  which  sat  on 
the  Bill,  supported  the  Motion  for  Ad- 
journment. In  reply  to  the  statement  of 
the  honourable  Member  for  Blackburn, 
who  was  Chairman  of  the  Committee, 
that  there  was  no  evidence  before  the 
Committee  except  evidence  for  the  pro- 
moters, he  thought  it  only  fair  to  state 
that  the  Bill  was  opposed  by  the  City 
Corporation  and  the  County  Council,  but 
those  bodies  preferred  to  produce  their 
evidence  before  the  Select  Committee 
which  was  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
affairs  of  all  the  gas  companies.  Per- 
sonally he  voted  against  pillowing  the 
company  to  have  such  a  large  amount  of 
capital,  because  he  felt  that  as  the  House 
of  Commons  had  appointed  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, it  was  only  right  that  that  Com- 
mittee should  deliberate  and  report  before 
the  Gas  Light  and  Coke  Company  ob- 
tained powers  to  increase  their  capital. 
He  thought  that  a  great  responsibility 
rested  on  the  House  in  giving  such  a  huge 
monopoly,  which  paid  a  maximum  divi- 
dend— up  to  12^  per  cent. — increased 
powers.  The  only  reason  brought  before 
the  Committee  to  explain  why  the  com- 
pany charged  such  a  high  price  for  its  gas 
was  that  they  had  to  pay  extra  for  coal. 
He  found,  however,  that  on  an  average 
they  only  paid  a  shilling  a  ton  more  than 
some  other  corporations  who  only  charged 
28.  per  thousand  cubic  feet  for  gas.  If 
the  company  maintained  its  present  rate 
<Sf  expenditure,  the  increased  capital  it 
would  get  would  enable  it  to  go  on  for  a 
period  of  fourteen  years  before  coming  to 
Parliament  again.  He  thought  a  very 
strong  case  had  been  made  out  why  the 
debate  should  be  adjourned  until  the 
Select  Committee  had  reported. 

Mr.  DUNCOMBE  (Cumberland,  Egre- 
niont)  said  the  honourable  and  learned 
Member  for  Bethnal  Green  had  made  a 
speech  which  showed  that  he  had  a  per- 
fect grasp  of  the  subject,  but  he  brought 
nothmg  new    before    the    House.       He 


strongly  advised  the  House  against  the 
Adjournment,  on  the  ground  that  it  was 
an  inconvenient,  expensive,  and  gradu- 
ally-growing practice  to  adjourn  decisions 
on  private  business  put  on  the  Paper  by 
order  of  the  House  itself,  and  one  which 
ought  to  be  stopped. 

Mr.  lough  (Islington,  W.)  said  he 
hoped  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
would  give  some  consideration  to  the 
motion.  It  was  not  hostile  to  the  Bill, 
and  it  was  really  the  very  smallest  Amend- 
ment that  could  be  moved  if  the  House 
were  to  retain  any  sense  of  the  dignity  of 
its  own  proceedings.  The  honourable 
Gentleman  the  Chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee made  the  only  defence  they  had 
heard,  but  what  did  it  amount  to  ?  He 
said  that  no  evidence  had  been  brought 
forward  against  the  point  that  this  com- 
pany required  further  capital.  He  would 
only  ask,  Why  did  the  House  of  Commons 
appoint  another  committee  to  consider 
the  affairs  of  this  company  really,  although 
other  companies  were  included,  and  about 
which  some  of  the  most  flagrant  facts  had 
been  brought  forward?  It  charged  33 
per  cent,  more  for  its  gas  than  its  rivals, 
and  the  only  reason  for  that  was  that  it 
managed  its  capital  worse.  It  was  now 
proposed  to  give  that  company  more  capi- 
tal, and  release  it  for  fourteen  years. 
What  his  honourable  and  learned  friend 
asked  was  simply  to  wait  until  the  Com- 
mittee now  sitting  had  pronounced  judg- 
ment. If  the  Bill  were  now  passed  that 
Committee  might  as  well  shut  its  doors  at 
once,  for  in  that  event  what  could  the 
Committee  do  for  the  gas  consumers  ?  If 
the  Bill  were  not  passed,  and  if  the  Com- 
mittee made  recommendations,  conditions 
might  be  added  to  the  Bill  which  would 
be  of  great  advantage  to  the  gas  con- 
sumers m  the  Metropolis. 

*SiR  F.  DIXON-HARTLAND  (Middle- 
sex,  Uxbridge)  said,  as  one  of  the 
Members  of  the  Committee  now  sitting, 
he  did  not  wish  to  give  a  silent  vote  on 
the  motion.  He  was  not  prejudging 
the  merits  of  the  case,  but  it  seemed  to 
him  a  perfect  farce  that  a  Committee 
should  be  discussing  this  question,  and 
that  their  recommendation,  when  made, 
should  be  simply  waste-paper.  The 
debate  ought  certainly  to  be  adjourned. 
He  did  not  wish  the  Bill  to  be  thrown 
out,  but  some  report  ought  to  be  made 
by  the  Committee  now  sitting  before  such 
large  powers  were  given  to  the  Company 
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Mr.   BANBURY  (CamberwelJ^   Peck- 
ham)  said  he  was  in  favour  of  the   Bill 
passing,  because  if  it  wore  postponed  it 
would   be  absolutely  impossible  for    the 
Committee  to  report  in  time  for  the  Bill 
to  go  through  both  Houses  of  Parliament.  I 
If  the  Bill  were  passed  now,  and  if   the  ^ 
Committee  subsequently  made  representa- ; 
tions,  there  would  still  be  time  to  impose 
conditions  in  an(jther  place. 

Mb.  moon  (St.  Pancras,  N.)  said  it  I 
appeared  to  him  that  the  House  would 
stultify  itself  by  giving  the  Bill  a  third  • 
reading  now.  His  constituents  felt  very  1 
strongly  on  jtho  subject  of  the  Bill,  and  if  1 
it  were  passed  the  Company  need  not  \ 
come  to  Parliament  again  for  ten  or 
fourteen  years. 

Mr.  KIMBER  (Wandsworth)  said  he 
thought  it  was  worth  while  to  consider 
what  the  Bill  was  for.  It  was  to  raise 
further  capital  which  would  ena])le  the 
Company  to  supply  the  consumer  with 
an  article  which  it  was  lx)iuid  b}'  law  to 
supply.  If  the  Bill  prejudged  the  deci- 
sions of  the  Committee  now  sitting,  he 
could  conceive  grounds  for  argument 
against  the  third  reading  now,  but  the 
Bill  did  not  contain  any  power  enabling 
the  company  to  increase  the  price  of  gas 
to  the  consumer.  On  the  contrary,  it 
gave  power  to  reduce  it.  If  the  Bill  were 
rejected  it  woul(i  give  the  opponents  of 
the  gas  company,  at  whose  instance  the 
present  Committee  was  appointed,  an 
opportunity  of  saying  that  the  company 
had  not  kept  pace  with  the  demands  upon 
it.  He  hoped  the  House  would  not  lend 
its  assistance  to  political  gerrymandering 
of  that  kind,  for  the  purpose  of  putting 
an  obstruction  ifi  the  way  of  the  com- 
pany, .which  was  certainly  within  the 
rights  conferred  upon  it  by  Parliament 
itself.  Suppose  that  the  Committee  re- 
ported that  the  company  charged  more 
for  its  gas  than  it  ought,  in  what  way 
would  the  postponement  of  the  Bill 
assist  Parliament  ?  Parliament  could  not 
insist  on  inserting  stipulations  with  refe- 
rence to  the  charge  for  gas  in  the  Bill. 
He  thought  it  would  Ije  inflicting  a  great 
injury  on  the  companv  to  postpone  the 
Bill. 

-  Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Poplar)  said  he  thoroughly 
agreed  with  the  remarks  of  the  honoimible 
Member  for,  Uxbridge.     He  was  not  con- 


cerned with  the  merits  of  the  case  at  all. 
He  had  nothing  to  say  for  or  against  the 
!  company,  l)ut  surely  having  appointed  a 
Salect  Committee  to  consider  the 
question  of  gas  companies'  charges,  it 
would  be  stultifying  the  action  of  the 
House  to  pass  the  Bill  now.  The  honour- 
able Meml)er  for  Peckham  said  the  Com- 
mittee could  not  report  for  some  time, 
and  that  there  would  not  l)e  time  for  the 
Bill  to  pass  after  the  Committee  had  re- 
ported. He  understood  the  Committee 
were  likely  to  report  l)efore  the  end  of 
the  session,  and  he  did  not  think  any 
Member  would  oppose  the  third  reading 
after  that  report  had  ])een  received,  and 
there  would  be  no  difficulty  in  getting 
the  Bill  through  Parliament,  if  after  the 
report  it  was  found  to  be  a  proper  Bill. 
Even  if  the  Bill  were  thrown  out  no  harm 
would  be  done,  because  the  company  had 
money  to  go  on  with.  It  would  not  be 
right  for  the  House  to  |)rejudice  the 
report  of  the  Committee  they  had  ap 
pointed  in  regard  to  the  matter.  He  was 
surprised  that  the  honourable  Member  for 
East  Islington,  who  had  moved  for  the 
appointment  of  the  Committee,  had  not 
opposed  the  Bill  ^oing  through.  Quite 
apart  from  the  merits,  but  simply  for  the 
dignity  of  the  House,  he  would  oppose 
the  third  reading. 

*Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  (Cumberland, 
Penrith)  said  he  thought  the  House 
would  be  taking  rather  an  unusual  course 
if  they  postponed  the  consideration  of  the 
Bill.  The  Bill  came  before  the  House  in 
the  ordinary  course ;  the  promoters  of 
the  Bill  had  satisfied  the  Committee  that 
they  were  entitled  to  receive  all  they 
asked  for,  and  it  was  granted  to  them'  hy 
the  Committee.  The  only  objection  taken 
to  the  passing  of  the  Bill  on  the  present 
occasion  was  that  possibly  at  some  time 
or  other — it  was  not  even  known  whether 
during  this  session  or  next — another 
Committee  mi^ht  make  some  report 
the  gist  of  which  was  not  known  at 
the  present  moment,  which  might  or 
might  not  have  some  influence  on  this 
Biff.  Surely  that  was  too  remote  a  con 
tingency  to  take  into  consideration.  Even 
if  the  Committee  were  to  make  a  general 
report  it  would  be  applicable  not  only  to 
one  particular  company  hut  to  other  gas 
companies  also,  and  therefore  no  advan- 
tage would  be  gained  by  penalising  the 
Gas  Light  aha  Coke  Company  and 
leaving  the  others  free.      Under  those 


Oil 


Gas  Light  and 


{ COM MONS  }  Coke  Conipaivj  Bill  31 2 


cin  u  .1  tancQs  he  suggested  to  the  House 
that  the  adjournment  shoidd  not  take 
place.  It  was  understood  on  the  last 
occasion  that  a  decision  would  be  come  to 
on  the  present  occasion,  and  he  hoped  the 
House  would  not  now  postpone  that 
decision. 

Mr.  COHEN  (Islington,  E.)  said  he 
took  rather  a  different  view  of  the  matter 
from  other  honourable  Members,  especially 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  he  moved  for  the 
appointment  of  the  Committee  now 
sitting.  If  he  were  to  vote  against  the 
postponement  of  the  Third  Reading  it 
might  seem  as  if  he  were  prejudging  the 
matter,  and  it  might  also  appear  that  he 
had  arrived  at  the  conclusion  that  the  Gas 
Light  and  Coke  Company  had  been  found 
guilty  of  inefficient  and  improper  manage 
ment.  Legislation  need  not  necessarily 
follow  the  recommendations  of  the  Com- 
mittee  now  sitting,  but  it  seemed  to  him 
that  it  might  be  a  very  good  reason  for 
curtailing  the  powers  of  capital  sought  by 
the  Bill,  and  it  might  be  possible,  during 
the  present  session,  before  the  Bill 
became  law,  to  bring  about  such  a  reduc- 
tion. So  far  as  he  was  concerned,  as  a 
member  of  the  Committee,  he  would  take 
no  part  in  the  Division. 


Mr.  AIRD  (Paddington)  expi-esaed  the 
hope  that  the  House  would  see  its  way  to 
pass  the  Third  Reading.  It  would  be  a 
very  serious  thing  if  the  Bill  were  thrown 
out.  The  money  was  required  for 
necessary  expenditure,  and  in  justice  both 
to  the  company  and  to  the  consumers  it 
was  necessary  the  Bill  should  pass. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  said 
that  there  was  a  very  strong  feeling  all 
over  North  London  on  the  subject  oi  gas 
charges.  In  view  of  the  appointment  of 
the  Committee  the  matter  was*  so  impor- 
tant that  one  honourable  Member  said  he 
could  not  even  vote  on  it,  another 
honourable  Member  said  that  it  was  not 
right  that  the  House  should  decide  now, 
and  another  honourable  Member  took  a 
different  •  view.  With  such  diversity  of 
opinion  it  would  be  more  seemly  to 
adjourn  the  Third  Reading  until  they 
had  the  report  of  the  Committee. 

Question  put. 


The  House  divided : — Ayes,  121 ;  Noes, 
166.— (Division  List  No.  133.) 


Allan,  William  ((tateshead) 

Allen, Wm.(Newc.underLynie 

A'liR'»n,  Kobert  Andrew 

Ainbrose,  Robert 

Ar  hdale,  Edward  Mervyn 

Atherley-Jones,  L. 

Austin, Vir  John  (Yorkshire) 

Au8tin,  M.  (Limerick,  W.) 

Harlow,  John  Einiuott 

Hartley,  George  C.  T. 

Bhowna^ifree,  Sir  M.  M. 

Billson,  Alfred 

Blake,  Edward 

Bolitho,  Thomas  Beilford 

BiH/adhurst,  Henry 

Bryce,  Rt.  Hon.  James 

luchHnan,  Thomas  Rybum 

Bums,  John 

Burt,  Thomas 

Buxton,  Sydney  Charles 

Galdwell,  James 

Cameron,  Sir  Charles  (Glasgow 

Cameron,  Kobert  (Durham) 

Campbell-Bannerman,  Sir  H. 

Cawfey,  Frederick 

Coghill,  Douglas  Harry 

C'ross,  Alexander  (Glasgow) 

Daly,  James 

Davitt,  Michael 

Dilke,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Charles 

Dillon,  John 

Dixon-Hartland,  Sir  F.  Dixon 

Donelan,  Caitain  A. 

Doogan,  P.  C. 

Mr,  J.  IV,  LowtIu>r, 


AYES. 

Douglas,  Charles  M.  (Lanark) 
Duckworth,  James 
Dunn,  Sir  William 
Evans,  Samuel  T.  (Glamorgan) 
Evershed,  Sydney 
Fergu-ou,  H.  C.  Munro  (Leith) 
Flanneiy,  Sir  Fortescue 
Gladstone,  Rt.  Hn.  Herbert  Jn. 
Goddard,  Daniel  Ford 
Grey,  Sir  Edward  (Berwick) 
Gull,  Sir  Cameron 
Hanson,  Sir  Reginald 
Harwood,  (ieorge 
Hayne,  Rt.  Hon.  Charles  Seale- 
Heciderwick,  Thomas  ChajB.  H. 
Hemphill,  Rt.  Hon.  Charles  H. 
Hogan,  James  Francis 
Holland,  Wm.  H.  ( York.  W.R. 
Homiman,  Frederick  John 
Hutton,  Alfred  E.  (Moriey) 
Jacoby,  James  Alfred 
Jones,  William  (Camarvonsh. 
Kay.Shuttleworth,RtHn.SirU 
Kearley,  Hudson  E. 
Lambert,  George 
Laurie,  Lieut -General 
Law8on,Sir  Wilfrid(  Cumb'land 
Leng,  Sir  John 
Leuty,  Thoman  Richmond 
Lloyd-George,  David 
Louffh,  Thomas 
Lven,  Sir  Leonard 
Macaleese,  Daniel 
M*Ghee,  Richard 


M^Kenna,  i^eginald 
M'Leod,  John 
Marks,  Henry  Hananel 
Montagu,  Sir  S.  ( Whitechapel) 
Moore,  Arthur  (Londonderry) 
Morgan,  J.Lloyd  (Carmarthen) 
Norton,  Capt.  Cecil  William 
O'Brien,  James  F.  X.  (Cork) 
O'Connor,  T.  P.  (Liverpool) 
O'Kelly,  James 
Oldroyd,  Mark 
Paulton,  James  Mellor 
Pease,  Joseph  A.  (Northnmb.) 
Perks,  Robert  William 
Pirie,  Duncan  V. 
Power,  Patrick  Joseph 
Price,  Robert  John 
Priestly,  Briggs  (Yorks.) 
Provand,  Andrew  Drybuigh 
Rasch,  Major  Frederic  Came 
Reid,  Sir  Robert  Tbi^shie 
Richardson,  J.  (Durham,  S.E.) 
Rickett,  J.  Corapton 
Roberts,  John  H.  (Denbighs.) 
RobertaoD,  Edmund  (Dundee) 
Samuel,  J.  (Stockton  on  Tees) 
Sassoon,  Sir  Edward  Albert 
Shaw,  Charles  Edw.  (Stafford) 
Shaw,  Thomas  (Hawick  B.) 
Sinclair,  Capt.  Jn.  (Forfarshire 
Smith,  Samuel  (Flint) 
Soames,  Arthur  Wellesley 
Sonttar,  Robinson 
Strachey,  Edward 


•^13  Oofi  Lifjht  mid 

Stuart,  James  (Shoreditch) 
Sullivan,  Donal  (Weetmeath) 
Tennant,  Harold  John 
ThomaK,  David  Alfred  ( Merthyr 
Trevelyan,  Charles  Phillips 
Wallace,  Robert  (Rlinburgh) 
Warner,  Thomas  Courtenay  T. 


{11  May  1899}  Coke  Com  pan  ij  Bill  314 


Wedderbum,  Sir  William 
Weir,  James  Galloway 
Welby,  Lieut.. Col.  A.  C.  E. 
Whittaker,  Thomas  Palmer 
Williams,  John  Carvell  (Notts. 
Wilson,  Henry  J.  (York,  W.R.) 
Wilson,  John  (Durham,  Mid.) 


I  Wilson,  John  (Falkirk) 
Wilson,  Jolin  (Govan) 
Wilson,  J.  W.  ( Worcestersh.  N. 
Woodhoiise,  Sir  J.  T.  (HdderHf  d 
Woods,  Samuel 
Tellers  for  the  Ayes— Mr. 
Pickersgill  and  Mr.  Moon. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.  Sir  Alex.  F. 
Aird,  John 
AllHopp,  Hon.  George 
Anstruther,  H.  T. 
Arnold,  Alfred 
Amold-Forster,  Hugh  0. 
Arrol,  Sir  William 
Ascroft,  Robert 
Atkinson,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Bafi:ot,Capt.  JoPcelineFitzRoy 
Raillie,  James  K.  H.  ( Inverness) 
Balcarres,  Lord 
Baldwin,  Alfred 
Balfour,RtHnGeraldW.(Leeds 
Hames,  Frederic  Gorell 
Barry,  RtHnAH8mith-(  Hunts 
Beach,  Rt  HnSir  M.  H.  (Bristol 
Beckett,  Ernest  William 
Begg,  Fenlinand  Faithfull 
Bemrose,  Sir  Henry  Howe 
Bill,  Charles 
Blakiston-HouHton,  John 
BoHcawen,  Arthur  Griffith- 
Bowles,  T.  Gibson  ( Lynn  Regis) 
Brodrick,  Rt.  Hon.  St.  John 
Campbell,RtHn.J.  A.  ((t  lasgow 
Cavendish,  R.  F.  (N.  Lanes. 
Cayzer,  Sir  Charles  William 
C^il,  Evelyn  (Hertford,  East) 
Chaloner,  Captain  R.  G.  W. 
Chamberlain,Rt.  Hon.  J .  (Birm. 
Chamberlain,  J.  Austen(  Worc'r 
Chaplin,  Rt.  Hon.  Henry 
Chelsea,  Viscount 
Cochrane,  Hon.  Thos.  H.  A.  E. 
CoUinp,  Rt.  Hon.  Jesse 
Colville,  John 

Cotton.  Jodrell,  Col.  Bdw.  T.D. 
C^mbie,  John  William 
Cross,  Herb.  Shephenl  (Bolton 
Cruddas,  W^illiam  Donaldson 
Curzon,  Viscount 
Dalbiac,  Colonel  Philip  Hugh 
Dalkeith,  Earl  of 
Dalrymule,  Sir  Charles 
Digby,  John  K.  D.  Wingfield 
Doughty,  George 
Dougla.s,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Doxfoitl,  William  Theodore 
Duncombe,  Hon.  Hubert  V. 
E  vans,SirFrancisH.  (South' ton 
Farquharson,  Dr.  Robert 
Fellowes,  Hon.  Ailwyn  Edward 
Fergu8son,Rt  HnSir J.  (Manc'r. 
Finlay,  Sir  Robert  Bimnatyne 
Fletcher,  Sir  Henry 
Fry,  Lewis 


NOES. 

Galloway,  William  Johnson 
Garfit,  William 
Gedge,  Sydney 
Gibbons,  J.  Lloyd 
Gilliat,  John  Saunders 
Gold,  Charles 

Goldsworthy,  Major-General 
(vorst,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  John  Eldon 
Goschen,RtHnG.J.(StGeorge'8 
GoHchen,  Georire  J.  (Sussex) 
Gray,  Ernest  (West  Ham) 
Gretton,  John 
Gunter,  Colonel 
Halsey,  Thomas  Frederick 
Hamilton,  Rt.  Hon.  Lord  Geo. 
Haslett,  Sir  James  Homer 
Heaton,  John  Henniker 
Henderson,  Alexander 
Hoare,  Ed  w.  Brodie(  Hampst'd ) 
Hoare,  Samuel  (Norwich) 
Houldsworth,  Sir  Wm.  Henry 
Hozier,  Hon.  JamesHenryCecil 
Button,  John  (Yorks.  N.  R.) 
Jackson,  Rt.  Hon.Wm.La^vies 
Jebb,  Richard  Claverhouse 
Johnston,  William  (Belfast) 
Jolliffe,  Hon.  H.  Geoige 
Kenyon-Slaney,  Col.  William 
Kimoer,  Henry 
Knqwles,  Lees 

I.<ea,  Sir  Thomaa  (Londonderry 
Lees,  Sir  Elliott  (Birkenhead) 
Leighton,  Stanley 
Llewellyn,  Evan  H.  (Somerset 
Llewelyn,SirDill  wyn-  (Sw'nsea 
Lockwood,  Lt.-Col.  A.  R. 
l^er,  Gerald  Walter  Erskine 
Long,Col.  Charles  W.  ( Evesham 
Long,Rt.  Hn.  Walter(LiverpooI 
liOpes,  Henry  Yajde  Buller 
I^wther,  Rt.  Hn.  James  (Kent 
Lowther,RtHnJW(Cumb'land 
Loyd,  Archie  Kirkman 
Macartney,  W.  G.  Ellison 
Macdona,  John  Cumming 
Maclver,  David  (Liverpool) 
Maclure,  Sir  John  William 
M*Iver,SirLewi8(EdinVrgh,W 
M'Killop,  James 
Mellor,  Rt.  Hon.  J.  W.  (Yorks. 
Middlemore,Jhn.Throgmorton 
Milbank,SirPowlettChasJohn 
Milton,  Viscount 
Mil  ward.  Colonel  Victor 
Monk,  Charles  James 
Moore,  William  (Antrim,  N.) 
Morrell,  GeoVge  Herbert 


Morton,  Arthur  H.  A.(Deptford 
Mount,  William  George 
Muntz,  Philip  A. 
Murray,RtHnA.Grahani(Bute 
Newarlc,  Viscount 
Newdigate,  Francis  Alexander 
NuHsey,  Thomas  Willans 
Palmer,SirCharlesM.  (Durham 
Parkes,  El)enezer 
Pease,  Alfred  E.  (Cleveland) 
Pease,  Herb'rtPike(  Darlington 
Pease,  Sir  Joseph W".  (Durham) 
Perry,  Earl 

Philipotts,  Captain  Arthur 
Pilkiuffton,  Ricliard 
Pollock,  Harry  Frederick 
Powell,  Sir  Fiuncis  Sharp 
Pretyman,  Ernest  George 
Priestley, Sir  W.Overend(Edin 
Pym,  C.  Guy 

Ridley»R  t.  Hn.  Sir  Matthew  W. 
Ritchie,Rt.  Hon.CIis.  Tkomson 
Round,  James 
Russell,  T.  W.  (Tyrone) 
Rutherfonl,  John 
Samuel,  Harry  S.  (Limehouse)  • 
Seely,  Charles  Hilton 
Sharpe,  William  Edward  T. 
Simeon,  Sir  Harrington 
Smith,  Hon.  W.  F.  D.  (Strand 
Stanley,  Henry  M.  (Lambeth) 
Stevenson,  Francis  S. 
Strutt,  Hon,  Charles  Hedley 
Talbot,  Lord  E.  (Chichester) 
Usborne,  Thomas 
Vincent,  Col.  Sir  C.  E.  Howard 
Walw)nd,Rt.  Hn.SirWUliaraH. 
Walton,  Joseph  (Bamsley) 
Warr,  Augustus  Frederick 
Webster,  K.  G.  (St.  Pancras) 
Web8ter,SirR.  E.  ( Isle  of  Wight 
Wharton,  Rt.  Hon.  John  Lloyd 
Whiteley,  George  (Stockport) 
Whitmore,  Charles  Algernon 
Williams,  Joseph  PowelI-(Birm 
WUson-Totld,  Wm.  H.  (Yorks. 
Wodehouse,  Rt.Hn.E.R.(Bath 
Wolff,  Giistav  Wilhelm 
Woodall.  AVilliam 
Wortley,Rt.  Hon.  C.B.Stuart- 
Wyndham,  George 
Wyvill,  Mamiaduke  D'Arcy 
Young,  Commander  (Berks,£L 

Tellers  for  the  Noes—  Sir 
William  Coddington  and 
Mr.  Banbury. 


Mr.  lough  said  he  believed  several  I  that  he  would  take  a  Division  against  the 


Members  had  taken  part  in  the  Division 
without  thoroughly  understanding  the 
<lue8tion  raised,  and  he  was  so  much  im- 
pressed  by  the  gravity  of  the  position 
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The  House  divided : — Ayes,  185 ;  Noes, 
114.     (Division  List  134.) 
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AYES. 


Aird,  John 
AUsop,  Hon.  George 
Anstrutlier,  H.  T. 
Arnold,  Alfred 
Arnold -Foster,  Hugh  O. 
Arrol,  Sir  Williaiu 
Ascroft,  Roljert 
AtkLn5u>n,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Bagot,  Ca|)t.Jo»celine  FitzRoy 
Baulie,  Jas.  £.B.  (luverness) 
Bal Carres,  Lord 
Baldwin,  Alfred 
Balfoiir,R^Hn.Grld.W.(Leed3 
Barnes,  Frederic  Gorell 
Barry.RtHnA.H.Smith-{Hnts 
Barton,  Dunbar  Plunket 
Beach,Rt.Hn.SirM.H.(Bristol 
Beckett,  Ernest  William 
Begg,  Ferdinand  Faithfull 
Bemrose,  Sir  Heniy  Howe 
Biddulph,  Michael 
Bill,  Charles 
Blakiston-Houi^ton,  John 
Boscawen,  Arthur  Griffith - 
Bowle»,T.  (vibson  (Lynn  Regis) 
Brodriok,  Rt.  Hon.  St.  John 
Burt,  Thomas 

Campbell.Rt.  Hn.  J.  A.(Glsg*w 
Cavendish,  R.  F.  (N.  Laiics.) 
Cayzer,  Sir  Charles'  William 
Cecil,  Evelyn  (Hertford,  East) 
Chaloner,  Captain  R.  G.  W. 
Chanil)erlain,Rt.  Hn.J.  (Binn. 
Chaml>erlain,  J.  An8ten(Wrcr. 
Chaplin,  Rt.  Hon.  Heni-y 
Clielsea,  ^'iacount 
Cochrane,  Hon.  Thos.  H.  A.E. 
CoUings,  Rt.  Hon.  Jo^s*e 
Colville,  John 

Cook,  Fred.  Lucas  (Lamlieth) 
Cooke,C\  W.  Radelitte(Heref  d 
Cotton.Jodrell,Col.  Edw.T.D. 
Cox.Irwin  Edwai-d  B.( Harrow) 
Crombie,  John  W^illiam 
Crosa,Herb.  Sliephenl  (Bolton) 
Cruddas,  William  Donaldson 
Curzon,  Viscount 
Dalbiac,  Colonel  Philip  Hugh 
Dalkeith,  Earl  of 
Dalrymple,  Sir  Charles 
Digby,  John  K.  D.  Wingfield- 
Douffhtv,  Geoige 
Doxforu,  W^illiam  Theodore 
Duncombe,  Hon.  Huljert  V. 
Dyke,Rt.Hn.Sir William  Hart 
E'VanA,Sir  FranoiiiH  .(Sonth'ton 
Fellowes,Hon»  Ailwyn  Edward 
Fergusson,Rt.Hn.Sir  J.(Mncr. 
Finlay,  Sir  Ro))ert  Bannatyne 
Fitz  Wygram,  CToneral  Sir  F. 
Fletcher,  Sir  Henry 
Fry,  Lewis 
Galloway,  William  Johnson 


Allan,  William  (Gateshead) 
Allen,  Wm.  (Newc.underLyme 
Allison,  Robert  Andrew 
Ambro0e,  Robert 
Archdale,  Edward  M^rvyn 
Atherley-Jones,  L. 
Austin,  Sir  John  (Yorkshire) 


Garfit,  William 
Gedge,  Sydney 
Gib&ns,  J.  Lioyd 
Gilliat,  John  Saunders 
Gold,  Charles 

Goldsworthy,  Major-General 
Gordon,  Hon.  John  Eilward 
Gorst,  Rt.  Hn.  Sir  John  Eldon 
GoBchenRtHnG.  J.  (StGeorge's 
Goschen,  George  J.  (Sussex) 
(xretton,  John 
Gull,  Sir  Cameron 
Gunter,  Colonel 
Halsey,  Thomas  Frederick 
Hamilton,Rt.  Hn.  Lord  George 
Haslett,  Sir  James  Horner 
Hemphill,  Rt.  Hn.  Charles  H. 
Henderson,  Alexander 
Hoare,  Ed.  Brodie  (Hanipstead 
Hoare,  Samuel  (Norwich) 
Houldsworth,  Sir  Wm.  Henry 
Howard,  Joseph 
Hozier,  Hn.  James  HenryCecil 
Hutton,  John  (Yorks.  N.R.) 
Jackson,  Rt.  Hn.  Wm.  Lawies 
Jebb,  Richard  Claverhouse 
Johnson -Fei^U80u,Jabez  Edw. 
Johnston,  William  (Belfast) 
Jolliife,  Hon.  H.  George 
Kennaway,Rt.Hn.  Sir  JohnH. 
Kenyon-Slaney,  Col.  William 
Kimijer,  Henry 
Knowlee,  Lees 

Lea,  Sir  Thomas,  Londonderry 
Lees,  Sir  Elliott  (Birkenhead) 
Leighton,  Stanley 
Llewellyn, Evan  H.  (Somerset) 
Llewelyn,  Sir  Dillwyn-(Swnse. 
Lockwood,  Lt.-Col.  A.  R. 
Loder,  Gerald  Walter  Erskine 
Long,  Col.  CharlesW.  (Evesham 
Long,  Rt.  Hn.  Walter(  Liverpool 
Lopes,  Henry  Yarde  Bailer 
Lowther,Rt.  Hn.  JameB(Kent) 
Loyd,  Archie  Kirkman 
Macartney,  W.  G.  Ellison 
Macdona,  John  Camming 
Maclver,  David  (Liverjiool) 
Maclure,  Sir  John  William 
M*  I  ver.Sir  Lewis(  Edinb'gh,  W. 
M^Killop,  James 
Malcolm,  Ian 

Mellor,  Rt.  Hn.  J.  W.(York8.) 
Middlemore,JhnThroffmorton 
Milbank,SirPowlettCbas.Jhn. 
Milner,  Sir  Frederick  George 
Milton,  Vifioount 
Monk,  Charles  James 
Moon,  Edward  Robert  Paey 
Moore,  WilUam  (Antrim,  K.) 
Morrell,  Geoige  Herbert 
Morton,  ArthurH.  A.  (Deptford 
Mount,  William  George 

NOES. 

Barlow,  John  Emmott 
Bhownaggree,  Sir  M.  M. 
Billson,  Alfred 
JUake,  Edwani 
Boltiho,  Thomas  Bedfonl 
Bowles,Capt.H.  F.  (Middlesex 
Broadhurst,  Henry 


Muntz,  Philip  A. 
Murray,RtUnA.GraIuim(Bate 
Myera,  William  Henry 
Newark,  VLscount 
Newdigate,  Francis  Alexander 
Palmer,SirCharlesM.  (Durham 
Palmer,  George  Wm.( Reading 
Parkes,  El>enezer 
Pease,  Alfred  E.  (Cleveland) 
Pease, Herbt.  Pike<Dariineton 
Pease,  Sir  Joseph  W-  (Duruam 
Pbill potts.  Captain  Arthur 
Pilkington,  Ricliard 
Powell,  Sir  Francis  Sharp 
Pretyman,  Ernest  George 
Priest  ley,SirW.Overend(  Edin. 
Pym,  C.  Guy 
Rankin,  Sir  James 
Ridley.Rt.  Hn^ir  MatthewW. 
Ritchie,Rt.Hn.Chaa.  Thomson 
Robertson,  Edmund  (Dundee) 
Round,  James 
Rutherford,  John 
Seely,  Charles  Hihon 
Sharpe,  William  Edward  T. 
Sidelx)ttom,T.  Harrop(Stalyb. 
Sidebottom,  Wm.  (Derbysh.) 
Simeon,  Sir  Harrington 
Smith,  Hon.  W.  F.  D.  (Strand) 
Si)encer,  Ernest 
Stanley,  Henry  M.  (Lambeth)- 
Stevenson,  Francis  S. 
Strutt,  Hon.  Cliarles  Hedley 
Talbot,  Loni  E.  (Chichester) 
Thorbum,  Walter 
Tritton,  Charles  Ernest 
L^sbome^  Thomas 
Vincent.Col.  Sir  C.  E.  Howard 
Walrond,  Rt.  Hn.  Sir  W^m.  H. 
Walton,  Joseph  (Bamsley) 
Ward,  Hon.  Robert  A.  (Crewe) 
Warr,  Augustus  Frederick 
Webster,  R.  G.  (St.  Pancras) 
Webster,SirR.E.(Isleof  Wight 
Wharton,Rt.  Hon.  John  Lloyd 
Whiteley,  George  (Stockport) 
Whitniore,  Charles  Algernon 
Williams,  Colonel  R.  (Dorset) 
Williams,  Jos.  Powell -(Bimi.) 
Wilson,  John  (Falkirk) 
Wilson,  J.  W.  ( Worcstrsh.  N.) 
\Vil8on.Todd,Wm.  H.(York5.) 
Wodehouse,Rt.  Hn.£.R.(Bath 
Woltt",  Gastav  WiUielm 
Woodall,  William 
Wort  ley,  Rt.  Hn.  C.  R  Stuart- 
Wyndham,  George 
Wyr^ill,  Mamiaduke  D'Aroy 
Young,  Commander  (Berks,  £. 

Tellers    for    the    Ayes,. 
Sir  William  Coddington  and 
Mr.  Banbury. 


Buchanan,  Thomas  Rybom 

Bums,  John 

Buxton,  Sydney  Charles 

Caldwell,  James 

Cameron,  Sir  Charles  (Glasgow 

Cameron,  Robert  (Durham) 

Cawley,  Frederick 
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Clouj^li,  Walter  Owen 
Coghill,  Douglaft  Harr}' 
Cross,  Alexander  (Glasgow) 
Daly,  James 
Davitt,  Michael 
Dilke,  Rt.  Han.  Sir  Charles 
Dillon,  John 

DLxon-Hartland,SirFnl.  Ducon 
Donelan,  Captain  A. 
Doogan,  P.  C. 

Douglas,  Cliarles  M.  (Lanark) 
Duckworth,  Janies 
Dunn,  Sir  William 
Evans,  Samuel  T.  (Glamorgan) 
Evershe*!,  Sydney 
Ferga'^on,  R.  C.  Slunro  (Leith 
Flannery,  Sir  Fortescue 
Gladstone, Rt.Hn.  Herht.  John 
Goddanl,  Daniel  Ford 
Grey,  Sir  Edward  (Berwick) 
Gurdon,Sir  William  Brampton 
Hanson,  Sir  Reginald 
Harwood,  (ieorge 
Hayne,Rt.Hon.  Charles  Seale- 
Heaton,  John  Henniker 
Hedderwick,  Thos.  Chas.  H. 
Holland,Wm.  H.  (york,W.  R. 
Homiman,  Fi'ederick  John 
Hutton,  Alfred  E.  (Morley) 
Jacohy,  James  Alfretl 
Jones,  Wm.  (Camanonshire) 
Kearley,  Hudson  E. 


{11  May  1899} 

Lambert,  George 
Laurie,  Lieut. -General 
Lawson,SirWilfrid(CumVland 
Leng,  Sir  John 
Leuty,  Thomas  Richmond 
Lloy<l-<»eorge,  David 
Lvell,  Sir  Leonard 
Macaleese,  Daniel 
M'Ghee,  Riohanl 
M'Kenna,  Reginald 
M'Leoil,  Jolm 
Marks,  Henry  Hananel 
Montagu,  Sir  S.  (Whitechai^l) 
Moore,  Arthur  (Londonderrj') 
Morgan, J. Lloyd  (Carmarthen) 
Moulton,  John  Fletcher 
Norton,  Capt.  Cecil  Williaml 
Nussey,  Thomas  Willans 
O'Brien,  James  F.  X.  (Cork) 
O'Connor,  T.  P.  (Livenxwl) 
O'Kelly,  James 
Ohlroyd,  Mark 
Paulton,  James  Mellor 
Perks,  Robert  William 
Pickersgill,  Edward  Hare 
Power,  Patrick  Joseph 
Price,  Robert  John 
Priestley,  Briggs  (Yorks.) 
Provand,  Andrew  Drv*]>urgh 
Rasch,  Major  Frederic  Carne 
Reid,  Sir  Robert  Threshie 
Richardson,  J.  (Durham,  S.E.) 


Bimnfss, 


3ia 


Rickett,  J.  Compton 
Rol)erts,  John  h.  (Denbiglis.) 
Samuel,  Harry  S.  (Liuiehouse) 
Samuel,  J.  (Stockton  on  Tees) 
Sassoon,  Sir  Edwanl  Albert 
Sluiw,  Charles  Edw.  (Stafford^ 
Shaw,  Thomas  (Hawick  B.) 
Sinclair,  Capt.John(Forfrshre» 
Smith,  Samuel  (Flint) 
Soames,  Arthur  Wellesley 
Souttar,  Robinson 
Strachey,  Edward 
Stuart,  James  (Shoreditoh) 
Sullivan,  Donal  (Westmeatb) 
Tennant,  Harold  John 
Thomas,  David  Alfd.  (Merthyr 
Trevelyan,  Charles  Philii)fl 
Wallace,  Robert  (Edinburgh) 
Warner,  Thos.  Courtenay  T. 
Wedderburn,  Sir  William 
Weir,  James  Galloway 
Wei  by.  Lieut. -Col.  A.  C.  K 
Whittaker,  Thomas  Palmer 
Williams,  John  Carvell(Notts» 
Wilson,  Hy.  J.  (York,  W.  R.) 
Wilson,  John  (Durham,  Mid) 
Wilson,  John  (Govan) 
Woodhouse,SirJ.T.  (Hudd'rsfd 
Woods,  Samuel 

Tellers    for     the     Noes^ 
Mr.  Lough  and  Mr.  Pirie. 


LOCAL    GOVERNMENT    PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS    (GAS). 

Bill  to  confirm  certain  Provisional 
Orders  of  the  Local  Governme/it  Board 
relating  to  Ashburton,  Wallingford,  and 
Wokingham,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  T.  W:  Russell  and  Mr.  Chaplin. 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT    PROVISIONAL 
ORDER    (HOUSINi;    OF    WORKING 

CLASSES). 

Bill  to  confirm  a  Provisional  Order  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  relating  to 
Brighton,  oixlered  to  be  brought  in  hy 
Mr.  T.  W.  Russell  and  Mr,  Chaplin. 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT   PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS    (No.   4). 

Bill  to  confirm  certain  Provisional 
Orders  of  the  Local  'Government  Board 
relating  to  Bristol,  Cheltenham,  Ealing, 
G^ligaer  and  Khigos  (Rural),  Leicester 
(three),  Newmarket,  Scarborough,  Ton- 
bridge  (Rural),  Wallasey  and  West  Ham, 
ordered  to  l)e  brought  in  by  Mr.  T.  W. 
Riisaell  and  Mr.  Chaplin. 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT    PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS    (No.  5). 

Bill  to  confirm  certain  Provisional 
Orders  qt  the  Local  Qovernment  Boand 
lalating  to  Ashton-in-Makerfielc],  Aahton- 
linder-Lyne,  Bolton,  Llandudno,  Rother- 


ham,  Southport  (two)  and  York,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  T.  W.  Kussell 
and  iMr.  Chaplin. 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT   PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS    (No.   6). 

Bill  to  confirm  certain  Provisional 
Orders  of  the  Local  Gk)vemment  Board 
relating  to  Aberavon,  Barry,  Brixworth 
(Rural),  Hambledon  (Rural),  Manchester^ 
Pontypridd,  Rickmansworth  and  Swad- 
lincote, ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
T.  W.  Russell  and  Mr.  Chaplin. 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT    PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS    (GAS)    BILL. 

"  To  confirm  certain  Provisional  Orders 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  relating 
to  Ashburton,  Wallingford  and  Woking- 
ham," presented,  and  read  the  first  time  ; 
to  be  referred  to  the  Examiners  of  Peti- 
tions for  Private  Bills,  and  to  be  printed. 
[Bill  186.] 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT   PROVISIONAL 

ORDER    (HOUSINi;    OF    WORKING 

CLASSES)    BILL. 

"  To  confirm  a  Provisional  Order  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  relating  to 
Brighton,"  presented,  and  read  the  first 
time ;  to  be  referred  to  the  Examiners  of 
Petitions  for  Pnvate  ffills,  and  to  be 
printed.    [K11187.1 
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LOCAL    GOVERNMENT    PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS    (No.  4)    BILL. 

"  To  confirm  certain  Provisional  Orders 
^of  the  Local  Government  Board  relating 
to  Bristol,  Cheltenham,  Ealing,  Gelligaer 
Rhigos  dlural),  Leicester  (three),  New- 
market, Scarborough,  Tonbridge  (Rural), 
Wallasey  and  West  Ham,"  presented,  and 
read  the  first  time  ;  to  be  referred  to  the' 
Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills, 
and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  188.] 


LOCAL    GOVERNMENT    PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS    (No.    5)    BILL. 

"  To  confirm  certain  Provisional  Orders 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  relating  to 
Ashton-in-Makerfield,Ashton-under-Lyne, 
Bolton,  Llandudno,  Rotherham,  Southport 
(two)  and  York,"  presented,  and  read  the 
first  time;  to  be  referred  to  the  Examiners 
of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  and  to  be 
printed.     [Bill  189.] 


LOCAL    GOVERNMENT   PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS    (No.   6)    BILL. 

"  To  confirm  certain  Provisional  Orders 
of  the  Local  Goternment  Board  relating 
to  Aberavon,  Barry,  Brixworth  (Rural), 
Hambledon  (Rural),  Manchester,  Ponty- 
pridd, Rickmansworth  and  Swadlincote." 
Presented,  and  read  the  first  time  ;  to  be 
referred  to  the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for 
Private  Bills,  and  to  be  printed.  [Bill  190.] 


PRIVATE  BILLS   (GROUP  J). 

Sir  henry  FLETCHER  reported 
from  the  Committee  on  Group  J  of 
Private  Bills,  That  the  parties  promoting 
the  Electric  Lighting  Provisional  Orders 

So.  2)  Bill  (Ystradyfodwg  (Maerdy) 
der)  had  stated  that  the  evidence  of 
David  William  Smith,  Stationmaster  at 
Maerdy,  was  essential  to  their  case ;  and 
it  having  been  proved  that  his  attendance 
could  not  be  procured  without  the  inter- 
vention of  tne  House,  he  had  been  in- 
structed to  move,  That  the  said  David 
William  Smith  do  attend  the  said  Com- 
mittee upon  Monday  next,  at  Twelve  of 
the   clock. 

Ordered,  That  David  William  Smith 
(Stationmaster  at  Maerdy)  do  attend  the 
Committee  on  Group  J.  of  Private  Bills 
upon  Monday  next,  at  Twelve  of  the 
clock. 
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ADULTERATION   (FOOD  PRODUCTS) 

BILL. 

Petition  of  the  Council  of  the  British 
Medical  Association,  in  favour;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

BOROUGH  FUNDS  ACT,  1872. 

Petitions  for  alteration  of  Law ; — ^From 
Southall; — and,  Norwood;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table. 


COMMERCIAL   TREATY  WITH 
GERMANY. 

Petition  of  Charles  Whitmore  Stokes, 
for  legislation ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

GROUND   RENTS    (TAXATION  BY 
LOCAL   AUTHORITIES). 

Petition  from  Skelton,  in  favour ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 


LIQUOR   TRAFFIC    LOCAL   VETO 
(SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Two    Petitions    from    Dumfries,    in 
favour ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


MINES  (EIGHT  HOURS)  BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour ; — From  Vauxhall ; 
— Methilhill ; — New  Broushton  ;  —No.  2, 
Arley  Hulton ; — Sheepbridge,  No.  1 ; — 
and.  Clay  Cross,  No.  1,  Collieries;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 


ROMAN    CATHOLIC    UNIVERSITY    IN 

IRELAND. 

Petition  from  Stirling,   aeainst  estab- 
lishment ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


SALE  OF  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS  ON 
SUNDAY  BILL. 

Petition  from  London,  in  favour ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

TEMPERANCE  REFORM   (THREEFOLD 
OPTION)  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Petition  from  Stranraer,  in  favour ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

TOWN  COUNCILS   (SCOTLAND)    BILL. 

Petition  from  Dundee,  against ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 


^21  MilUurif  Tnhumls        .    {11  May 
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EDUCATION  (SCOTLAND)  (GENERAL 

REPORTS). 

Copy  presented, — of  General  Report  by 
the  Chief  Inspector  of  the  Southern 
Division  of  Scotknd  for  the  year  1898 
(by  Command) ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

TRADE  (FOREIGN  COUNTRIES  AND 
BRITISH  POSSESSIONS). 

Copy  presented, — of  Annual  Statement 

•of  the  Trade  of  the  United  Kingdom  with 

Foreign  Countries  and  British  Possessions 

for  1898  (by  Command) ;  to  lie  upon  the 

Table. 

COMPANIES  (APPLICATIONS  FOR 
RETURNS). 

Return  presented,  —  relative  thereto 
(ordered  22nd  March ;  Mr.  Faithfidl 
Btgg) ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

RAILWAYS  ABANDONMENT. 

Copy  presented, — of  Report  by  the 
Board  of  Trade  respecting  the  Uxbridge 
.and  Rickmansworth  Railway  Bill  and  the 
objects  thereof  (pursuant  to  Standing 
Onier  158a)  ;  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Bill. 

EAST  INWA  (ESTIMATE). 

Copy  presented,  —  of  Estimate  of 
Revenue  and  Expenditure  of  the  Grovern- 
ment  of  India  for  1898-9,  compared  with 
the  results  of  1897-8  (by  Act);  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
[No.  191.] 

EAST  INDIA  (FINANCE  AND  REVENUE 

ACCOUNTS). 

Copy  presented,  —  of  Finance  and 
Revenue  Accounts  of  the  Grovernment  of 
India  for  1897-8  (by  Act);  to  lie  upon 
the  Table. 

EAST  INDL^  (HOME  ACCOUNTS). 

Cqpy  presented, — of  Home  Accounts  of 
the  Government  of  India  (by  Act) ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
[No.  192.] 

NAVY  (HYDROGRAPHER'S  REPORT). 

Copy  presented, — of  Report  on  Ad- 
miralty Surveys  for  the  year  1898  (by 
Command) ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 
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GREENWICH  HOSPITAL  AND 
TRAVERS'  FOUNDATION. 


Copy  presented, — of  Statement  of  the 
estimated  Income  and  Expenditure  of 
Greenwich  Hospital  and  of  Travers' 
Foundation  for  the  year  1899-1900  (by 
Act);  to  lie  upon  the  Table  and  to  be 
printed.  [No.  193.] 

TRADE  REPORTS  (ANNUAL  SERIES). 

Copies  presented, — of  Diplomatic  and 
Consular  Reports,  Annual  Series,  Nos. 
2257  and  2258  (by  Command);  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

MARGARINE     ACT,    1887     (MANUFAC- 
TORIES). 

Address  for  "  Return  of  the  Names  and 
Postal-  Addresses  of  the  Manufactories 
of  Margarine  in  the  United  Kingdom 
registered  under  Section  9  of  the  Mar- 

firine    Act,    1887    (in    continuation    of 
arliamentary  Paper,  No.  358,  of  Session 
1892)."— (3/r.  Arthur  Moore,) 

TELEPHONE  SYSTEM  DEVELOPMENT. 

Copy  ordered,  "  of  Treasury  Minute, 
dated  the  8th  day  of  May,  1899,  upon 
the  Proposals  for  the  Development  of  the 
Telephone  System  in  the  United  King- 
dom."— {Mr.  Hanbury,) 

Copy  presented  accordingly;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
[No.  190.] 

RESTRICTIONS  UPON  BRITISH  INDIAN 

SUBJECTS  IN  BRITISH  COLONIES  AND 

DEPENDENCIES. 

Address  for  "Return  (1)  showing  in 
the  case  of  every  British  Colony  and 
Dependency,  the  population  of  which  in- 
cludes British  Indians,  what  Disabilities 
or  Restrictions  are  imposed  upon  such 
British  Indians ;  (2)  stating  for  each 
Colony  or  Dependency  the  approximate 
number  of  such  British  Indians ;  and  (3) 
giving  in  each  case  from  the  statutes  or 
the  bye-laws  an  abstract  showing  the 
nature  of  the  Disabilities  or  Restrictions 
in  question." — (Sir  JVilUam  Wedderhwm.) 


QUESTIONS. 


MILITARY    TRIBUNALS     AND     CIVIL 
CONVICTIONS. 

Mr,  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn  Regis): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  what  is  the  practice  of 
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the  military  authorities  with  reference  to  and  partly  at  Grahams  Town.  At  the 
cases  in  which  a  military  officer  has  been  i  former  place  there  have  l>©en  eighteen 
convicted  of  an  offence  by  a  civil  tri- ,  cases  of  enteric  ferrer  but  no  deaths ;  at 
bunal ;  do  the  military  authorities  in  such  the  latter  seven  cases  and  six  deaths, 
a  case  ever  inflict  upon  an  officer  who  has  !  Some  days  have  elapsed  since  the  last  ad- 
been  thus  convicted  a  second  penalty,  '  mission  to  hospital.  The  caiLse  of  the 
amounting  to  a  suspension  of  an  officer  I  King  Williams  Town  outbreak  has  not  as 
from  military  duties  during  a  limited  ,  yet  been  ascertained.  At  Grahams  Town 
period  and  allowing  him  to  return  to  his  |  enteric  fever  is  prevalent  among  the  ciWl 
duties  at  the  expiration  of  that  period ;  population,  owing,  probably,  to  the  want 
and,  is  it  the  practice  of  the  military  '  of  rain  ;  but  four  of  the  cases  are  attri- 
authorities,  when  an  officer  has  been  con-  buted  to  the  condition  of  a  soakage  pit 
victed  of  an  offence  before  a  civil  tribunal,  ;  which  has  since  been  cleaned  and 
to  inflict  a  further  punishment  upon  him,  |  thoroughly  purified.  £22,400  has  been 
either  by  suspending  him  from  his  military  ,  taken  in  this  year's  Estimates  to  improve 
duties,  by  calling  upon  him  to  resign  his  the  accommodation  of  the  troops  in  South 
commission,  or  by  dismissing  him  from  '  Africa, 
the   Service,   without  giving   the   officer  , 

himself   any  intimation .  that  his  case  is  SHORNCLIFFE   CAMP, 

under  the  coasideration  of  the  authorities  .  ♦^SiR  EDWARD  SASSOON(Hvthe) :  I 
and  without  affording  him  any  oppor- 1  ^eg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  treasury, 
tunity  of  givmg  any  explanation  that  he  I  whether  he  is  aware  that  the  rateable 
maj'  have  to  oiler.  value  of  Shorncliffe  Camp  and  grounds  is 

now  considerably  higher  than  is  repre- 
♦The  under  secretary  of  ,  sented  by  the  amount  contributed  by  the 
STATE  FOR  WAR  rMr.  George  Wynd-  ;  Treasurv  towards  the  rates ;  and,  whether 
HAM,  Dover) :  In  the  last  eight  years  there  \  he  is  disposed  to  consider  the  desirability 
have  been  but  five  cases  of  civil  conviction  of  making  that  property  assessable  to  the 
affiiinst  officers  in  the  Regular  Army,  i  j^tes,  or  of  fixing  such  a  contribution  a» 
These  officers  have  been  either  removed  would  be  in  accordance  with  the  system, 
from  the  Army  or  called  upon  to  resign,  !  of  late  years  adopted  in  London  of  contri- 
in  accordance  with  the  nature  of  the  buting  to  local  rates,  so  as  to  relieve 
offence.  The  rarity  of  such  cases  makes  struggling  url)an  districts  like  H}^he, 
it  difficult  to  speak  of  a  practice,  but  ^  Sandgate,  and  Cheriton  from  burden* 
going  beyond  the  period  of  eight  years,  ;  necessitated  by  fresh  expenditiu-e  on 
two  cases  are  remembered  in  which  i  repairs  to  and  construction  of  roads, 
officers  were  removed  from  the  Army  im- ;  lighting,  &c.  I  beg  also  to  ask  the  Under 
mediately  after  the  decision  of  a  Court  of  I  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  whether  he 
Law-  :  is  aware  that  the  rateable  value  of  Shorn- 

cliffe Camp  and  grounds  is  now  consider- 


Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES :  Has  the  War 
Office  no  practice  1 


ably  higher  than  is  represented  by  the 
amount  contributed  by  the  War  Office 
I  towards   the  rates ;  and,  whether  he  is 
[No  reply.]  disposed  to  consider  the  desirabilit}'  of 

I  making  that  property  assessable  to  the 
ENTERIC  FEVER  AT  KING  WILLIAMS  t  ^t69  or  of  fixing  such  a  contribution  as 

Mr.   ASCROFT   (Oldham):  I  ]^g  to 


l^k  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  whether  he  has  received  any  infor- 
mation in  respect  to  the  deaths  from 
enteric  fever  of  a~  number  of  soldiers  l>e- 


would  be  in  accordance  %vith  the  system 
of  late  years  adopted  in  London  in  con- 


tributing to  local  rates. 


♦A  JUNIOR  LORD  of  the  TREA- 


longing  to  the  Berkshire  Regiment  now  SURY  (Mr.  Anstruthkr,  St.  Andrews 
stationed  in  King  Williams  Town ;  and,  |  Burghs,  for  Mr.  Hanbury)  :  There  is  no 
whether  the  necessary  steps  are  being  j  ground  for  the  statement  in  the  first  para- 
taken  to  put  the  South  African  liarracks  ;  graph.  The  Camp  was  entirely  re- valued  in 
in  a  proper  sanitary  condition.  '  September,  1894,  when  the  assessment  was 


♦Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  The  battalion  is 
stationed  partly  at  King  Williams  Town 

Mi\  Gibson  Bowles. 


fix^  by  the  Treasury  Valuer  and  the 
Assessment  Committee  of  the  Union  in 
conference   at    gross    £8,090,    rateable,. 


325 


CVwt.<^  of  the 


{11  May  1899} 


Chiinnel  Sqtuidron, 


326 


X6,492.    The  Assessment  Committee  then 
passed  the  following  resolution : 

"Tliat  the  Committee  accept  the  alx)ve 
fibres  aA  a  fair  a.<taeHsment  of  the  (loverament 
Property  to  the  Loc&l  Rate<«." 

8o  recently  as  the  30th  Decemlier  last 
all  the  new  buildings,  t^c,  erected  between 
Septeni>)er  1894  and  that  date,  were 
added  to  the  valuation  on  which  the 
(Government  rate  contributions  are  paid. 
There  are  other  new  buildings  in  course 
of-  erection  but  not  completed,  which  will 
also,  when  completed,  \>e  added  to  the 
valuation.  The  system  or  principle  on 
which  the  rates  contributions  are  given 
for  Shorncliffe  Camp  is  precisely  the  same 
as  that  on  which  the  contributions  for  the 
•Government  property  in  London  are 
given. 

MILITIA  TRAINING. 

Mr,  bill  (Staffs,  Leek) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
whether,  under  the  new  militia  regula- 
tions, it  is  proposed  to  make  the  regi- 
ments selected  for  possible  service  abroad 
liable  annually  for  extra  training  beyond 
the  usual  twenty-seven  days ;  and,  if  so, 
what  amount  of  extra  training  will  be 
given  ? 

♦Mr.  W^^'NDHAM  :  Power  will  be  taken 
to  give  the  special  service  men  in  such 
regiments  seven  days'  additional  training 
annually  for  musketry. 

*•  MONTGOMERY  MORE"  WATER  TKJHT 
COMPARTMENTS. 

COLONEL  LOCKWOOD  (Essex, 
Epping) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  if  he  is  aware  that  there  is 
a  system  for  controlling  valves  automati- 
cally on  water-tight  doors  in  vessels, 
known  as  the  Montgomery  More  system  ; 
whether,  in  view  of  the  late  lamentable 
loss  of  life  by  the  wreck  of  the  "  Stella," 
it  is  the  intention  of  the  Admiralty  to 
make  further  inquiry  as  to  the  advis- 
ability of  such  a  system  being  adopted 
and  made  compulsory  ;  and,  if  such  a  Sys- 
tem has  already  l)een  adopted  by  a  French 
firm. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  AD- 
MIRALTY (Mr.  G.  J.  GoscHEN,  St. 
George's,  Hanover-square):  To  the  first 
question  of  the  honourable  and  gallant 
Gentleman  my  answer  is  *' Yes,"  and  I 
should  add  that  the  Admiralty  have  had 
many  such  proposals  before  them — that  is 


to  say,  for  closing  water-tight  doors  by  a 

I  single  operation  from  a  fixed  station.    The 

1  Admiralty  have,  of  course,  only  considered 

!  such  proposals  from  the  point  of  view  of 

*  war  vessels,   for  which   they    have    not 

'  adopted  them.     As  to  whether  it  would 

I  be  expedient  to  adopt  the  system  in  the 

Merchant  Service,  where   the  conditions 

are  different,  and  to  make  its  adoption 

compulsory,  would  be  a  question  for  the 

Board  of  .Trade,  not  for  the  Admiralty. 

The  Admiralty  have  no  information  as  to 

the  adoption  of  the  Montgomery   More 

system  by  French  firms. 

Colonel    LOCKWOOD:    Does    the 
First  Lord  consider  that  the  examination 
made  into  this  question  is  sufficient  without 
I  further  inquiry  ? 

,      Mr.  GOSCHEN :  Yes,   the  Admiralty 
:  understand  the   system  perfectly.     They 
have  thoroughly  investigated  it. 

TELEPHONE  OFFICE  AT  INNISHOWEN 
COASTGUARD  STATION. 

Mr.  T.  B.  CURRAN  (Donecal,  X.): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty,  whether  he  is  aware  that  a 
public  telephone  office  is  placed  in  the 
coastguard's  station,  Inneshowen  Head, 
county  Donegal,  and  is  in  the  charge  of 
the  wife  of  one  of  the  coastguards ;  and 
whether  this  is  contrary  to  the  rules  of 
the  coastguard  service  ;  and,  whether  any 
of  the  coastguards  in  this  station  are  re- 
munerated by  a  local  steamlwat  company 
for  reporting  vessels  coming  into  Lough 
Foyle  to  the  agents  of  the  said  company  ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  this  is  contrary  to  the 
regulations  of  the  service. 

Mr.  ANSTRUTHER  (for  Mr.  Hax- 
bury)  :  A  public  telephone  office  is 
situated  at  Innishowen  coastguard  station 
and  is  in  charge  of  the  wife  of  one  of  the 
coastguardsmen.  This  was  sanctioned  by 
the  Admiralty  and  Postmaster-General. 
None  of  the  coastguard  receive  any  re- 
muneration from  the  local  steamboat  com- 
Ei.ny  for  reporting  vessels  coming  into 
ough  Foyle. 


CRUISE  OF  THE  CHANNEL 
SQUADRON. 

Sir  LEONARD  LYELL  (Orkney  and 
Shetland^:  I  beg  toask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  whether  Lerwick,  in  Shetland, 
will  be  included  among  the  ports  of  call 
to  be  visited  by  the  Channel  Squadron 


327 


Biimogenitare 


{COMMONS} 


in  tlie  Panjauh. 


328 


during  its  sumn^er  cruise ;  and,  whether 
he  is  aware  of  the  strong  desire  in 
Lerwick  that  the  Channel  Fleet  should 
resume  its  visits  to  that  port,  the  most 
important  centre  for  the  Naval  Reserves 
in  the  North. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  It  is  not  probable 
that  the  Channel  Squadron  will  visit  the 
Shetland  Islands  during  the  summer.  It 
is  not  possible  to  gratify  the  wish  of  all 
the  ports  to  whom  the  visit  of  the 
Channel  Squadron  would  be  welcome. 
As  I  have  frequently  explained,  the  cruise 
of  the  Squadron  cannot  be  determined  by 
any  but  naval  considerations. 

Sir  LEONARD  LYELL :  Could  not 
the  right  honourable  Gentleman  arrange 
for  occasional  visits  to  Lerwick  ? 

Mr.  GOSCHEN :  It  must  depend 
entirely  on  naval  considerations. 

THE  ADMIRALTY  AND  THE   THAMES 
IKON  WORKS. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Poplar) :  I  l)eg  to  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Aamiralty  what  Admiralty 
contracts  have  been  secured  in  the  last 
twelve  months  bv  the  Thames  Iron 
Works ;  and,  whether,  in  deciding  on 
the  acceptance  or  rejection  of  the  tenders 
in  question,  the  rate  of  wages  prevailing 
on  the  Thames,  or  any  other  considera- 
tion, was  taken  into  account,  or  whether 
each  accepted  tender  of  the  Thames  Iron 
Works  was  the  lowest  tender  put  in  for 
the  particular  work  in  question. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  The  Thames  Iron 
Works  Company  have  received  contracts 
for  two  battleships,  a  sloop,  and  a  store 
ship  in  the  course  of  the  last  twelve 
months.  My  reply  to  the  enquiry  of  the 
honourable  Member  as  to  whether,  in 
connection  with  the  placing  of  these  con- 
tracts, the  rate  of  wages  prevailing  on  the 
Thames,  or  any  other  consideration,  was 
taken  into  account,  is  in  the  negative. 
The  tenders  were  simply  accepted  because 
they  were  the  most  advant;igeous  for  the 
public  service. 

CLERK  OF  THE  BOMBAY  INSOLVENCY 

COURT. 

Sir  WILLIAM  WEDDERBURN, 
(Banffshire) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India  whether  the  Clerk  of 
the  Insolvency  Couit  at  Bombay  is  paid 

Sir  Lcovntti  Lvfll. 


by  fees,  which  amount  to  between  3,000 
and  4,000  rupees  a  month,  and  whether 
the  present  incumbent  accepted  the 
appointment  subject  to  the  understanding 
that  the  scale  of  his  remuneration  was 
likely  to  be  rensed;  why  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Finance  Committee  of 
1886  that,  looking  to  the  amount  of  the 
work,  the  salary  should  be  fixed  at  Rs.50O- 
or  Rs.600  per  mensem,  the  fees  to  be 
credited  to  Government,  was  not  acted 
upon ;  and,  whether  he  will  lay  upon  the 
Table  the  correspondence  regarding  the 
salary  of  this  appointment  between  the 
Bombay  Government,  the  Government  of 
India,  and  the  Secretary  of  State  sub- 
sequently to  the  year  1895  ] 

The  SECRETARY  op  STATE  for 
INDIA  (Lord  George  Hamilton,  Middle- 
sex, Ealing) :  (1)  The  Clerk  of  the  In- 
solvency Court  at  Bombay  is  paid  by  fees, 
the  average  amount  of  which  is  a  little 
over  Ha.3,000  a  month,  out  of  which  he 
meets  certain  charges  for  establishment. 
It  is  apparently  the  case  that  the  present 
incumbent  accepted  the  appointment  (in 
1875) 

"  subject  to  any  revision  of  the  remuneration 
that  might  be  omered  by  competent  authority." 

(2)  The  recommendation  of  the  Finance 
Committee  for  the  salary  to  be  fixed  at 
Rs.500or  Rs.600  a  month, was  coupled  with 
a  further  recommendation  that  the  duties 
of  the  post  should  be  revised  and  made 
more  important,  and  a  higher  salary 
attached  to  it,  by  an  Insolvency  Bill 
which  was  then  under  consideration.  Thi* 
measure  has  l>een  under  consideration  for 
many  years,  but  it  has  recently  l)een 
decided  not  to  proceed  further  with  it  ; 
and  I  now  propose  to  communicate  with 
the  Government  of  India  on  the  subject. 

(3)  The  correspondence  on  this  subject,^ 
though  very  lengthy,  is  still  incomplete,, 
and  1  cannot  undertake  to  present  it. 

PRIMOGENITURE  IN  THE  PUNJAUB. 

Mr.  KIMBER  (Wandsworth) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
whether  many  impoitant  petitions  have 
l^een  presented  to  the  Punjaub  authorities 
from  loyal  sirdars  of  the  Cis-Sutlej  terri- 
tory of  the  Punjaub,  praying  for  relief 
from  uncertainty  and  for  recognition  by 
Government  of  the  rule^  of  primogeniture- 
in  the  succession  to  their  respective 
estates ;  whether  there  has  been  any 
delay  or  want  of  uniformity  on  the  part 
of    local    officials    in    reporting   on   and 
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dealing  ^nth  such  petitions ;  and,  whether 
he  has  any  objection  to  grant  a  Return 
of  the  dates,  names  of  subscribers,  and 
prayers  of  such  petitions,  and  of  the 
official  correspondence  and  rulings  of  the 
Government  of  India  and  Punjaub  autho- 
rities on  the  subject. 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON:  In 
reply  to  the  question  of  my  honour- 
able friend,  I  have  to  say  that  there 
is  no  information  at  my  disposal  which 
would  supply  an  answer  to  the  first 
two  paragraphs.  As  regards  the  Return 
askea  for  in  the  last  paragraph,  it  could 
not  l)e  furnished  without  a  reference 
to  the  Government  of  India,  as  the  corre- 
spondence is  not  on  record  in  this 
country.  My  honourable  friend's  question 
will  be  forwarded  to  the  Government  of 
India  for  any  obser>'ations  they  may  have 
to  make. 

INDIAN  SUGAR  DUTIES. 

♦Mr.  marks  (Tower  Hamlets,  St. 
George's) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Sec- 
retarv  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
whether  he  can  now  state  to  the  House 
the  purport  and  the  result  of  the  com- 
munications that  have  passed  between 
Her  Majesty's  Government  and  the 
Austro-Hungarian  Government  with  refe- 
rence to  the  imposition  of  countervailins 
duties  upon  bounty-fed  sugar  imported 
into  India. 

♦The  under  SECRETARY  of  STATE 
FOR  FOREIGNAFFAIRS  (Mr.  Brodrick, 
Surrey,  Guildfoixl) :  The  correspondence 
between  the  two  Governments  on  the 
subject  is  not  yet  concluded,  and  it  would 
therefore  l^e  premature  yet  to  state  its 
result. 

INDIAN  CRIMINAL  ADMINISTRATION. 

Mr.  HERBERT  ROBERTS  (Denbigh- 
shire,  W.) :  I  })eg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  whether  his  attention  has 
been  dmwn  to  the  following  recent  cases  : 
The  case  of  Empress  v.  Maharaj  and 
another,  in  which  the  defendants  were 
convicted  of  theft,  and  sentenced  to  three 
months'  imprisonment  and  fine  by  Mr. 
Marr,  Joint  Magistrate  of  Begu  Sacrai; 
the  case  of  Dr.  Kuniram  Ghose,  who  was 
comicted  by  the' Magistrate  of  Murshi- 
dalxid  for  an  alleged  act  of  negligence  in 
his  professional  capacity,  and  sentenced  to 
three    months'  imprisonment    and  fine ; 


the  case  of  Mr.  Augier,  Sub-Deputy 
Magistrate  of  Pwrulia,  who  was  sentenced 
to  imprisonment  for  six  months  in  a  case 
relating  to  a  female  coolie  ;  whether  he  is* 
aware  that  in  each  of  these  cases  the  High< 
Court  of  Calcutta  set  aside  the  conviction,, 
declaring  that  no  offence  had  been 
proved ;  and,  whether,  in  view  of  these 
facts,  he  will  consider  the  desirability  o£ 
introducing  a  change  in  the  present 
system  of  criminal  administration  in  India,, 
by  which  the  district  magistrate  is  the 
head  of  the  police,  the  virtual  prosecutor^ 
and  at  the  same  time  the  chief  magistrate 
in  his  district. 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON:  I  have  no 
information  in  regard  to  the  three  cases 
referred  to  in  the  honourable  Member'^ 
question.  I  do  not  think  that  the  orders, 
of  the  High  Court,  so  far  as  their  terms 
are  stated  in  the  question,  would  justify 
me  in  requesting  the  Government  of 
India  to  consider  the  adWsability  of 
introducing  a  revolutionary  change  in  the 
present  system  of  criminal  administration 
in  India. 

BOARD  OF  TRADE  AND  MARINE 
CERTIFICATES. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn  Regis): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  if  he  is  aware  that  in  1887  the 
Secretary  of  the  Mercantile  Marine 
Service  Association  was  informed  by  Mr. 
Thomas  Gray,  then  Secretary  to  the 
Boaixl  of  Trade,  that  the  Board  had  re- 
cently made  a  new  departure  with  regard 
to  the  course  to  be  adopted  in  dealing 
'  with  certificates  on  conviction  for  an 
offence;  and  that  they  had,  in  cases 
where  the  ofl'ence  was  of  a  professional 
nature,  determined  to  invite  the  holder 
of  the  certificate  to  offer  any  explanation 
of  his  conduct  before  exercising  their 
power  of  cancellation  or  suspension; 
whether  this  new  departure  has  been 
adherecl  to  during  the  twelve  years  since 
it  was  first  announce<l ;  and,  whether  he 
is  prepared  to  consider  the  advisability  of 
extending  to  cases  in  which  the  offence 
was  otherwise  than  of  a  professional 
character  the  new  departure  of  hearing 
the  officer  before  inflicting  the  second 
additional  punishment  of  suspending  or 
cancelling  his  certificate. 

THE  PRESIDENT  OF  THE  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  C.  T.  Ritchie, 
Croydon) :    Yes,   Sir,   I    have   seen   the 
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letter  to  which  my  honourable  friend 
refers.  The  case  then  under  considera- 
tion was  one  in  which  the  master  of  a 
vessel  was  convicted  of  an  offence  of  a 
professional  nature,  viz.,  that  of  negli- 
gently running  foul  of  a  lightship ;  and 
the  rule  was  then  laid  down,  and  has 
been  adhered  to  since,  that,  in  analagous 
cases,  the  Board  would  ask  for  an  expla- 
nation l)efore  exercising  their  power  of 
<»ncelling  or  suspending  the  certificate  of 
the  offender.  Cases  of  a  more  or  less 
criminal  nature  are  on  a  different  footing, 
and  I  am  not  prepared  to  adopt  a  similar 
course  with  regard  to  them,  though  I 
shall  (as  far  as  I  can)  have  regard  to 
the  nature  of  the  offence  for  which  an 
officer  has  been  convicted  before  deciding 
whether  to  cancel  his  certificate,  or  to 
suspend  it  for  a  longer  or  shorter  period. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES :  Can  the 
right  honourable  Gentleman  say  in  how 
many  cases  since  1882  an  officer  has 
been  heard  in  his  own  defence  ? 

Mr.  RITCHIE :  I  cannot  now,  but  if 
the  honourable  Gentleman  will  put  the 
question  down,  I  will  get  him  the  infor- 
mation. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOAVLES :  Not  in   any 
■case. 

BOARD  OF  TRADE  CLERKS. 

Mr.  ERNEST  gray  (West  Ham,  N.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  whether  he  is  aware  that  four 
of  the  clerks  serving  in  the  Official 
Receivers  (Bankruptcy)  Department  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  have  been  granted 
C/ivil  Service  Certificates;  and,  if  so, 
whether,  taking  into  consideration  the 
fact  that  some  of  their  colleagues  have 
been  serving  in  that  Department  for  15 
years,  he  will  recommend  to  the  Treasury, 
in  accordance  with  paragraph  15  of  the 
Order  in  Council  of  29th  November, 
1898,  that  certificates  should  be  granted 
to  those  who  have  not  less  than  six  years' 
established  service. 

Mr.  RITCHIE:  The  position  of  the 
clerks  employed  by  the  Official  Re- 
ceivers in  Bankruptcy  attached  to  the 
High  Court  was  enquired  into  by  a  De- 
partmental Committee  of  the  Treasury 
and  Board  of  Trade  in  1896,  with  the 
result  that  certain  clerks  were  placed  on 
the  permanent  establishment.     I  am  not 
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prepared  to  recommend  a  similar  altera- 
tion in  the  status  of  the  clerks  generally. 
The  question  is  not  affected  by  paragraph 
15  of  the  Order  in  Council  of  29th 
November,  1898,  which  relates  to  per- 
manent Civil  Servants  only. 

SCOTTISH  EDUCATION  GRANTS. 

Mr.  CALDAVELL  (Lanark,  Mid):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate  whether, 
having  regard  to  the  statement  that 
Scotland  would  receive  a  sum  of  £80,000 
per  annum,  under  the  Education  (Scot- 
land) Act,  1897,  whilst  the  amount  borne 
on  the  Imperial  Estimates  for  the  current 
year  in  respect  thereof  consists  only  of  an 
additional  sum  of  £24,000  for  necessitous 
school  boards,  of  £12,600  for  voluntary 
schools,  and  of  £5,000  to  keep  up  the 
capitation  fee  grant  to  12s.  per  child, 
making  in  all  a  total  of  only  £41,600,  or 
£38,400  per  annum  less  than  that  calcu- 
lated, the  Government  will  re-consider 
the  amount  of  grant  payable  to  Scotland 
under  the  said  Act. 

♦The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  A. 
Graham  Murray,  Buteshire) :  The 
honourable  Member  is  labouring  under  a 
misconception.  If,  as  I  assume,  he  refers 
to  the  statement  made  by  me  on  the 
second  reading  of  the  Education  (Scot- 
land) Bill,  1897,  he  will  find  that  the 
sum  of  £80,000  was  not  referred  to  as  to 
be  paid  only  under  the  Act  of  1897,  but 
included  the  £13,000  odd  which  was  pay- 
able under  the  operation  of  Section  67  of 
the  Act  of  1872 ;  which  £13,000  odd  the 
honourable  Member  has  deducted,  and 
thereby  converted  the  sum  actually  borne 
on  the  Estimates  of  this  year  for  neces- 
sitous Board  Schools,  viz.,  £37,500  into 
£24,000.  But  I  should  wish  to  add  that 
such  details  are  unsuitable  for  discussion 
by  means  of  question  and  answer,  and  it 
would  be  more  convenient  to  leave  them 
to  be  dealt  with  more  fully  when  the 
Education  Estimates  come  before  the 
House. 

APPEAL  COURT  BUSINESS. 

Mr.  SAMUEL  EVANS  (Glamorgan, 
Mid)  :  I  beg  to  ask  Mr.  Attorney- 
General  what  arrangements  have  been 
or  will  be  made  for  the  hearing  of  appeals 
in  the  Court  of  Appeal  during  the  ab- 
sence out  of  the  country  of  the  Lord 
Chief  Justice  of  England,  and  of  Lord 
Justice  Collins,  as  Commissioners  of  Her 
Majesty ;  whether  it  is  the  intention  of 
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the  Gk>y6mment,  or  of  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, to  put  in  force  Section  4  of  The 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  Act,  1875, 
during  the  absence  of  the  learned  Judges 
referred  to,  so  as  to  secure  the  attendance 
in  the  Court  of  Appeal  of  an  additional 
Judge  of  the  High  Court  of  Justice; 
and,  whether  the  Government  will  intro- 
duce a  Bill  to  make  the  Lords  of  Appeal 
in  Ordinary  ex  officio  Judges  of  the  Court 
of  Appeal,  and  to  enable  the  Lord  Chan- 
ceUor  to  'request  the  attendance  as 
Judges  in  the  Court  of  Appeal  of  Peers 
who  have  held  the  office  of  Lord  of 
Appeal  in  Ordinary  or  any  other  high 
judicial  office  in  England  if  they  consent 
to  do  so  t 

The  ATTORNEY-GENERAL  (Sir 
Richard  Webster,  Isle  of  Wight) :  It 
is  proposed  that  the  President  of  the 
Probate  and  Admiralty  Division,  who  is 
a  member  of  the  Court  of  Appeal,  shall 
sit  in  that  Court  during  the  absence 
of  Lord  Justice  Collins.  The  answers  to 
the  second  and  third  paragraphs  of  the 
honourable  and  learned  Member's  ques- 
tion are  in  the  negative. 

Sir  H.  fowler  (Wolverhampton, 
K) :  Who  will  sit  in  the  Probate  and 
Divorce  Court,  then  1 

Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER :  I  assume 
that,  if  necessary,  one  of  the  Queen's 
Bench  Judges  will.  The  right  honour- 
able Gentleman  will  probably  remember 
that  one  of  the  Queen's  Bench  Judges  has 
been  constantly  assisting  in  the  Admiralty 
Court  when,  owing  to  temporary  Olness, 
Sir  F.  Jeune  and  Mr.  Justice  Barnes  were 
absent. 

MARINE  INSURANCE  BILL. 

Mr,  WARR  (Liverpool,  Toxteth, 
K) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  whether  it  is  the  intention  of 
the  Government  to  introduce  the  Marine 
Insurance  Bill  during  the  present 
session. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester, 
K) :  I  do  not  anticipate  that  this  Bill  will 
be  dealt  with  in  the  House  during  the 
course  of  the  present  session.  Matters 
will  have  to  be  gone  into  very  fully,  and 
laboriously  dealt  with  by  the  Committee 
in  charge  of  it. 

VOL.  LXXL         fFouRTH  Series.] 


RATING  OF  MACHINERY   BILL. 

Mr.  STRACHEY  (Somerset,  S.):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
whether  the  (xovemment  intend  to  take 
next  Wednesday,  upon  which  day  the 
Rating  of  Machinery  Bill  is  the  first 
Order. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  No ;  I  do  not 
propose  to  take  next  Wednesday  for 
Government  business. 

NORTH  SEA  FISHERIES  CONFERENCE. 

Mr.  TENNANT  (Berwickshire) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  if 
he  is  prepared  to  give  any  information  as 
to  the  proposed  International  Conference 
of  the  North  Sea  Powers;  whether  he 
can  include  in  his  statement  information 
as  to  the  date  and  ^lace  of  meeting,  the 
nature  and  scope  of  the  inquiry,  the  re- 
presentation of  the  various  nations  inte- 
rested ;  and,  whether  the  British  repre- 
sentative has  yet  been  selected ;  and,  if 
so,  what  instructions  have  been  given  to 
him. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  Conference 
is  to  meet  at  Stockholm  on  June  15.  The 
programme  proposed  as  the  basis  of  pro- 
ceedings is  too  lon^  to  summarise  within 
the  limits  of  a  reply  to  a  question,  but  it 
deals  principally  with  the  subject  of 
scientific  inquiry  to  be  undertaken  with  a 
view  to  formulate  suggestions  to  improve 
the  international  legislation  in  connection 
with  the  sea  fisheries.  The  British  repre- 
sentatives are  Sir  John  Murray,  Mr. 
Archer,  Chief  Inspector  of  Fisheries,  and 
Professor  D*Arcy  Thompson. 

Mr.  PIRIE  (Abeixieen,  N.) :  Will 
there  be  any  other  method  of  making  the 
instructions  more  public  than  this  answer  1 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Perhaps  the 
honourable  Member  had  better  put  a 
question  down. 

SCOTTISH  EDUCATION  MINUTE. 

Captain  SINCLAIR  (Forfar) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
whether,  in  consideration  of  the  terms  of 
paragraph  7  of  the  Scotch  Education 
Minute  of  27th  April  1899,  upon  which  no 
action  will  be  taken  before  37th  May,  he 
will  give  an  opportunity  for  the  discussion 
of  t&t  Minute  before  the  Whitsuntide 
Recess. 
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Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  This  Minute 
will  no  doubt  become  law  unless  it  is  dis- 
cussed within  a  certain  number  of  days, 
and  I  believe  the  Scotch  Members  have 
desired  an  opportunity  to  discuss  it.  I 
suggested  a  discussion  on  the  Scotch 
Estimates  last  Friday  week,  but  it  was 
found  to  be  inconvenient  to  the  Gentle- 
men interested  in  the  question.  I  had 
therefore  to  defer  its  consideration  to  a 
later  date,  but  I  cannot  give  a  day  for  the 
discussion. 

Mr.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.) :  I  wish  to 
ask  whether,  having  regard  to  all  the  cir- 
cumstances connected  with  this  Minute, 
the  honourable  Gentleman  will  not  under- 
take on  the  part  of  the  Government  that 
no  action  shall  be  taken  on  it  imtil  the 
House  has  an  opportunity,  which  will 
naturally  arise  on  the  Scotch  Estimates, 
of  considering  it. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  could  not 
answer  that  question  without  consulting 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland,  but  I  may 
point  out  that  this  Minute  can  be  super- 
seded at  any  time  by  another  Minute,  if 
the  House  indicated  that  this  course  was 
desirable. 

Captain  SINCLAIR  (Forfar)  :  In 
consequence  of  the  right  honourable 
Gentleman's  reply  I  will  ask  leave  to 
move  the  Adjournment  of  the  House  at 
the  close  of  questions. 

ASCENSION  DAY. 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushclifife) :  Respecting  the  disparity  of 
practice  between  the  two  Houses  on  the 

¥>int,  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
reasury  why  it  is  necessary  to  make  a 
motion  that  Uommittees  of  the  House  of 
Commons  shall  not  meet  till  2  o'clock  on 
Ascension  Day  if  the  Committees  of  the 
House  of  Lords  sit  as  usual. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  should  like 
to  inquire  into  the  facts  before  answering; 
out  if  the  House  of  Lords  itself  does  not 
sit  on  Ascension  Day  it  seems  to  me 
unlikely  that  its  Committees  would  sit. 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS:  The  House  of 
Lords  Committees  have  been  sitting  as 
usual. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  know  nothing 
about  the  House  of  Lords  Committees. 


Mr.  J.  K  ELLIS :  But  they  sat  t<Klay. 

Dr.  CLARK  (Caithness):  Yes,  at  11 
a.m. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  wiU  inquire. 

Mr.  p.  O'BRIEN  (Kilkenny):  Is  the 
House  of  Lords  aware  that  this  is 
Ascension  Day  at  all? 

SCHOLARSHIPS     IN    TECHNICAL    IN- 
STRUCTION. 

Sir  JAMES  RANKIN  (Hereford) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Vice-President  oi  the 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education 
whether  the  Science  and  Art  Department 
regard  scholarships  held  at  any  school  or 
coUege,  and  paid  for  by  the  technical 
instruction  committee  of  any  county 
council,  as  constituting  aid  to  that  school 
or  college ;  and,  if  they  do  not  so  regard 
them,  whether  such  scholarships  can  be 
held  at  schools  or  colleges  carried  on  for 
private  profit. 

The  VICE-PRESIDENT  of  the 
COMMITTEE  of  COUNCIL  on 
EDUCATION  (Sir  J.  Gorst,  Cambridge 
University) :  The  question  asked  by  the 
honourable  Member  is  a  legal  one,  which 
would  have  to  be  determined  in  the  first 
instance  by  the  Local  Government  Board 
auditor.  The  Science  and  Art  Depart- 
ment has  never  regarded  scholarships  as 
constituting  aid  to  the  schools  at  which 
they  are  held;  but  their  view  does  not 
bind  the  Local  Government  Board 
auditor. 

ESSENDON  NATIONAL  SCHOOL. 

Sir  HARRINGTON  SIMEON  (South- 
ampton) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice-President 
of  the  Committee  of  Council  on  Education 
whether  his  attention  has  been  ca  led  to 
the  report  of  Her  Majesty's  Inspector  of 
Schools  respecting  the  3tate  of  education 
of  the  children  attending  the  National 
School  in  Essendon,  Hertfordshire ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  two  of  the  three 
trustees  of  the  school  are  non-resident, 
and  never  attend  the  school  meetings, 
while  the  third  trustee  is  the  Rector  of 
Essendon,  and  that  the  elected  managers 
very  inadequately  represent  the  sub- 
scribers to  the  school  funds,  and  have 
refused  to  appoint  a  master,  notwith- 
standing the  warning  given  by  the 
Inspector  that  the  Government  Grant  will 
be  withheld  unless  there  should  be  an 
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improvement  in  the  work  and  discipline 
of  the  school ;  and  whether,  under  these 
circumstances,  the  Committee  of  Council 
on  Education  will  recommend  the  appoint- 
ment of  additional  resident  trustees,  %vith 
whom  the  management  rests  under  the 
trust  deeds  establishing  the  school. 

Sir  J.  GOKST:  The  answer  to  the 
first  paragraph  is  in  the  afSrmative.  I 
have  been  informed  that  two  of  the 
trustees  are  usually  absent  from  the 
meetings,  but  there  are  four  managers 
who  have  eqiuil  control  with  the  trustees. 
Her  Majest y'd  Inspector  reported  that  the 
school  narrowly  escaped  being  called 
inefficient.  A  new  head  mistress,  trained, 
and  first-class  in  the  certificate  examina- 
tion, has  lately  been  appointed.  The 
Education  Department  has  no  authority 
to  interfere  in  the  appointment  of 
trustees. 

STATISTICS  AS  TO  INDOOR  PAUPERS. 

Sir  JAMES  RANKIN  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  President  of  the  Local  Grovernment 
Board  what  is  the  total  accommodation 
for  indoor  paupers  in  the  workhouses  in. 
the  various  unions  of  England  and  Wales, 
and  what  is  the  total  number  of  indoor 
paupers  at  the  present  time. 

Thb  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  H. 
Chaplin,  Lincolnshire,  Sleaford) :  From 
inquiries  which  I  have  caused  to  be  made 
quite  recently  the  total  number  of  paupers 
(except  vagrants)  .for  whom  there  was 
accommodation  in  the  workhouses,  work- 
house infirmaries,  and  separate  schools, 
other  than  district  schools,  may  probably 
be  estimated  at  between  230,000  and 
240,000.  The  number  of  occupants  on 
let  February  last  was  nearly  198,000,  but 
the  number  of  course  varies  considerably 
from  time  to  time. 

LONDON   SCHOOL  BOARD  ACCOUNTS. 

♦Mr,  EVELYN  CECIL  (Herts,  Hert- 
ford) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Local  Grovernment  Board  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  London  School  Board 
keeps  its  accounts  in  an  aggregate  form 
which  makes  it  impossible  for  a  ratepayer 
to  object  to  any  specific  item  which  he 
believes  to  be  illegal  or  which  the  auditor 
can  disallow  ;  whether  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  will  take  steps  to  ensure  that 
the  accounts  shall  be  kept  in  such  a  form 
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that  objection  can  be  taken  to  illegal 
items,  as  provided  in  the  Education  Act 
of  1870,  Section  60,  Sub-sections  (5)  and 
(6);  and  whether,  during  the  present 
audit,  any  instructions  can  be  given  to 
the  auditor  by  which  the  School  Board 
may  be  required  to  remedy  the  difficulty 
which  it  has  caused. 


Mr.  CHAPLIN :  I  am  informed  that 
the  accounts  of  the  London  School  Board 
are  kept  in  the  prescribed  form,  and  as  a 
genend  rule  in  such  a  way  as  to  enable 
ratepayers  to  object  to  any  specific  items 
which  they  may  believe  to  be  illegal. 
Possibly  my  honourable  friend's  question 
has  special  reference  to  the  expenditure 
on  account  of  science  and  art  schools  and 
classes,  to  which  objection  has  been  raised. 
I  understand  that  part  of  the  expenditure 
on  these  schools  and  classes  has  not  been 
incurred  exclusively  for  that  purpose,  and 
consequently  that  it  has  not  been  sepa- 
rately shown  in  the  accounts.  But  I  am 
informed  that  some  items  of  expenditiu'e 
have  been  incurred  exclusively  for  such 
purpose,  and  that  at  the  inquiry  now 
going  on  before  the  auditor  no  great 
difficulty  has  been  found  in  specifying 
certain  items  of  this  kind,  on  which  the 
objections  of  the  ratepayers  can  be,  and  arc 
being,  based.  It  does  not  appear  to  be 
necessary  that  any  instructions  should  be 
given  to  the  auditor  in  this  matter  with 
regard  to  the  accounts  now  under  audit. 

VACCINATION    EXEMPTION 
CERTIFICATES. 

Mr.  BROADHURST  (Leicester):  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  whether,  in  view  of  his  state- 
ment that  non-delivery  of  a  certificate  of 
exemption  under  Section  2  of  The  Vaccina- 
tion Act,  1898,  to  the  vaccination  officer 
within  seven  days  after  it  has  been  granted 
renders  the  certificate  nidi  and  void,  he  can 
now  state  to  whom  such  certificate  should 
be  delivered  during  any  period  in  which, 
through  death,  resignation,  or  non-appoint- 
ment, there  is  no  vaccination  officer  for 
the  imion ;  and,  whether,  as  in  case  of 
the  death  or  removal  of  the  vaccination 
officer,  or  of  errors  in  or  the  destruction 
of  his  registers,  there  may  be  a  difficulty 
in  proving  the  registration  of  certificates 
in  subsequent  proceedings,  he  can  arrange 
for  the  issue  of  a  certificate  of  the  delivery 
and  registration  which  may  be  available 
as  evidence  of  the  granting  of  a  certificate 
of  exemption  and  its  delivery  and  registra- 
tion witnin  the  prescribed  period. 

M  2 


339 


Cork 


{COMMONS} 


Telegraph  Staff, 


340 


Mr.  CfiAPLIN :  In  the  event  of  a 
vacancy  in  the  office  of  vaccination  officer 
which  cannot  be  filled  up  forthwith,  the 
Guardians  are  required  to  appoint  a  person 
to  act  temporarily,  and  it  would  seem 
that  the  certificates  of  conscientious  objec- 
tion should  be  delivered  to  the  person  so 
appointed.  I  am  not  aware  that  any 
difficulty  of  the  kind  referred  to  in  the 
second  paragraph  has  arisen,  and  it  does 
not  appear  to  me  to  be  necessary 
to  make  any  arrangements,  at  all  events, 
at  present,  with  regard  to  it. 

DONAGHADEE  HARBOUR. 

Mr.  BLAKISTON-HOUSTON  (Down, 
N.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  whether  his  attention  has-been 
called  to  the  dangerous  state  of  Donag- 
hadee  Harbour;  whether  he  can  state 
what  was  the  difference  between  the 
soundings  taken  in  the  harbour  in  1863 
and  the  last  soundings  taken  recently 
there  by  the  Board  of  Works;  and 
whether,  considering  that  this  harbour  is 
the  principal  harbour  of  refuge  for  trading 
vessels  at  the  entrance  of  Belfast  Harbour, 
where  there  is  so  much  traffic,  something 
will  be  done  to  render  the  harbour  a  place 
of  safety  for  trading  vessels  and  the 
Scotch  fishing  boats  frequenting  the 
harbour. 

Mr.  ANSTRUTHER  (for  Mr.  Han- 
bury)  :  From  information  received  in 
October  last,  it  appears  that  the  harbour 
is  not  dangerous  for  the  boats  frequenting 
it.  The  average  difference  between  the 
recent  soundings  and  those  taken  in  1863 
is,  in  the  body  of  the  harbour,  about  2  J 
feet,  but  the  depth  at  the  entrance  between 
the  piers  is  practically  unchanged.  I  may, 
perhaps,  remind  the  honourable  Member 
that  the  purpose  of  the  deepening  effected 
in  1862  was  to  accommodate  steamers 
proposed  to  be  employed  in  postal  commu- 
nication with  Portpatrick.  That  necessity 
does  not  now  exist.  The  real  harbour  of 
refuge  for  the  district  in  question  is 
Belfast  Lough.  Donaghadee  Harbour 
was  not  constructed  to  serve  that  purpose. 

POST   OFFICE    TELEPHONE 
EXCHANGES. 

Sir  JAMES  FERGUSSON  (Manchester, 
N.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  when  the  Return  as  to  Post 
Office  Telephone  Exchanges  (in  continua- 
tion of  No.  231,  of  Session  1897)  will  be 
laid  upon  the  Table. 


Mr.  ANSTRUTHER  (for  Mr.  Han- 
bury)  :  Arrangements  are  being  made  for 
the  presentation  of  this  Return,  which  is 
already  completed. 

STORE  STREET  (LONDON)  POST 
OFFICE. 

Mr.  H.  J.  WILSON  (Yorks,  W.  R., 
Holmfirth) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  as  representing  the  Post- 
master-General, whether  he  is  aware  that 
the  tablet  on  the  letter-box  at  the  Store 
Street  Post  Office  intimates  a  collection  at 
9  a.m.,  whereas  there  is  no  such  collection ; 
whether  there  are  other  discrepancies 
between  the  intimations  and  the  facts; 
and  whether,  in  view  of  the  great  incon- 
venience which  arises  from  such  misdirec- 
tion, he  will  cause  inquiries  to  be  made  as 
to  the  letter-boxes  generally  to  ascertain 
whether  the  tablets  correctly  indicate  the 
times  of  collection. 

Mr.  ANSTRUTHER  (for  Mr.  Han- 
bury)  :  The  collection  from  the  Store 
Street  Post  Office,  to  which  the  honourable 
Member  refers,  was  recently  altered  from 
9  a.m.,  to  8.45  a.m.  The  change  was 
duly  shown  in  the  window  notice,  and, 
pending  the  supply  of  a  new  time  plate, 
the  hour  in  the  old  plate  was  altered  by 
means  of  a  paper  slip,  which  appears  to 
have  become  detached.  A  new  time-plate 
will  be  supplied  as  soon  as  possible. 

CORK  TELEGRAPH  STAFF. 

Mr.  J.  F.  X.  O'BRIEN  (Cork)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  as 
representing  the  Postmaster-General,  in 
reference  to  his  statement  of  July  1898, 
that  the  question  of  increasing  the  estab- 
lished staff  of  telegraphists  at  Cork  is 
under  consideration,  whether  that  re- 
vision is  yet  completed  ;  and,  if  so,  when 
it  may  be  expected  to  be  brought  into 
force ;  and  whether,  considering  the  long 
delay  in  formulating  the  scheme,  the 
Postmaster-General  can  see  his  way  to 
make  it  retrospective. 

Mr.  ANSTRUTHER  (for  Mr.  Han- 
bury);  The  proposals  for  a  revision  of  the 
indoor  force  at  Cork,  Postal  and  Tele- 
graph, are  now  awaiting  Treasury  sanction, 
on  receipt  of  which  they  will  at  once  be 
carried  into  effect.  There  are  no  special 
circumstances  in  the  case  which  would 
justify  the  Postmaster-Qeneral  in  recom- 
mend[ing  that  the  scheme  should  be  made 
retrospective. 
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AMERICAN  MjVIL  SERVICE. 

Mr.  KIMBER :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Sec- 
retary to  the  Treasury,  as  representing 
the  Postmaster-General,  whether  his 
attention  has  l>een  called  to  the  fact  that 
the  Continental  mails  by  the  German  ship 
"  Kaiser  Wilhelm  cler  Grosse,"  leaving 
Southampton  on  Wednesday  26th  April, 
arrived  in  New  Vork  on  Tuesday  2nd 
May,  while  the  English  mails  by  the 
White  Star  steamship  "  Britannic,"  leaving 
Liverpool  on  Wednesday  26th  April, 
arrived  in  "New  York  on  Friday  5th  May ; 
also  that  a  portion  of  the  English  mails 
forwarded  by  the  "  Aurania, '  a  casual 
Cunarder,  leaving  Liverpool  on  Tuesday 
25th  April,  arrived  in  New  York  on 
Thursday  4th  May,  two  days  later  than  if 
they  had  been  sent  from  Southampton 
on  26th  April ;  and,  seeing  that  the 
''Britannic'  is  an  obsolete  ship  taking 
nine  days  instead  of  six  for  the  Atlantic 
voyage,  will  he  explain  why  she  is  still 
used  by  the  English  Post  Office  for  the 
conveyance  of  mails  to  America. 

Mr.  ANSTRUTHER  (for  Mr.  Han- 
bury)  :  The  official  retiuTis  have,  of  course, 
not  yet  been  received  from  New  York ; 
but  according  to  the  telegraphic  reports 
published  by  the  newspapers,  the  arrivals 
of  the  three  steamers  took  place  as 
follows  : — 

"Kaiser  Wilhelm,"  3  p.m.  2nd  May. 
"Aurania,"  Midnight  3rd  May. 
"Britannic,"  1.30  p.m.  5th  May. 

Both  the  British  steamers  sailed  from 
Queenstown,  the  ** Aurania"  having  on 
board  letters  posted  practically  the  same 
day  as  those  carried  by  the  "Kaiser 
Wilhelm,"  and  the  "Britannic"  letters 
posted  a  day  later,  as  she  did  not  leave 
Queenstown  till  the  27th  April.  The 
employment  of  the  slower  boats  of  the> 
Cunard  and  White  Star  Lines  together 
with  the  faster  has  been  frequently  ex- 
plained to  the  House.  The  mail  contract 
gives  the  companies  the  right  to  the  con- 
veyance of  all  of  the  correspondence 
not  specially  superscribed,  and  requires 
them  to  use  their  fastest  boats  all  the  year 
round  and  to  put  in  at  Queenstown  for 
mails.  The  "Britannic"  is  one  of  the 
four  fastost  lx>ats  of  the  White  Star 
Company ;  and  the  Postmaster-General 
has  no  power  to  exclude  her  until  the 
Company  have  a  l)etter  boat  to  take  her 
place.  Letter-writers  can  always  secure 
the  transmission  of  their  letters  by  any 


steamer  they  prefer  bv  specially   super- 
scribing them. 

DONAGHADEE  HARBOUR. 

Mr.  M*GHEE  (Louth,  S.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  with 
reference  to  the  present  state  of  Donagh- 
adee  Harl)our,  whether  he  has  yet  made 
inquiry  as  to  the  rate  per  day  chargeable 
by  the  Belfast  Harlx)ur  Commissioners  for 
the  use  of  their  bucket  dredger,  which 
removes  about  12,000  tons  of  dredging 
per  week  from  Belfast  Harbour,  and  has 
to  carry  the  same  about  seven  miles  to 
sea ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  this  work 
is  done  at  a  cost  of  about  £100  a  week  ; 
whether  any  offer,  and,  if  so,  how  much, 
has  been  made  to  the  Commissioners  by 
the  Board  of  Works  for  the  use  of  this 
dredger  at  Donaghadee ;  whether,  con- 
sidenng  the  failure  of  the  dredger  sent 
from  Kingstown  by  the  Board  of  Works, 
he  will  adv'ise  that  some  effort  be  miule 
to  secure  the  services  of  such  a  dredger 
as  is  capable  of  doing  the  work  required  : 
and,  whether  he  will  state  if  any  and  what 
offer  was  made  to  the  Belfast  and  County 
Down  Railway  Company  on  condition  of 
their  taking  over  charge  of  this  harbour. 

Mr.  ANSTRUTHER  (for  Mr.  Han- 
bury):  Inquiries  made  in  October  last 
showed  that  the  only  dredger  possessed 
by  the  Belfast  Harbour  Commissioners 
which  was  available  for  hire  was  entirely 
unsuited  to  the  economical  removal  of  the 
material  at  Donaghadee.  The  answer  to 
the  second  and  third  paragraphs  is  in  the 
negative.  It  is  not  proposed  to  take  any 
further  steps  at  present  with  regard  to 
dredging,  since,  from  information  received 
in  October  last,  it  appears  that  the  harbi)ur 
is  «ui&ciently  safe  for  the  boats  frequent- 
ing it.  Under  existing  circumstances  the 
deepening  of  the  harbour  would  not 
increase  its  safety,  or  its  trade,  or  the 
length  of  berthage  used  to  any  appreciable 
extent.  In  1896  the  Belfast  and  County 
Down  Railway  Company,  who  have  a 
branch  line  to  Donaghadee,  were  offered 
a  sum  of  £1,000  to  cover  expenses  of 
dredging,  on  condition  that  they  should 
take  over  the  harbour  under  le&:islation 
enabling  them  to  levy  tolls.  The  com- 
pany, after  consideration,  declined  the 
offer. 

RED  SEA  LIGHTS. 

Sir  JAMES  FERGUSSON :  I  beg  to 
ask   the   Under  Secretarv  of   State   for 
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Foreign  Affairs  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  received  information 
that  the  Porte  has  arranged  with  the 
Administration  des  Phares  to  build  and 
administer  four  lighthouses  off  the 
Arabian  coast  in  the  Red  Sea ;  whether 
the  lights  in  question  will  be  at  or  near 
the  points  at  which  the  want  of  lights  has 
been  for  many  years  recognised  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government ;  whether  the 
funds  hypothecated  by  arrangement  with 
the  Government  of  Egypt  from  the  light 
dues  levied  by  them  for  the  provision  of 
such  lights  will  be  applied  to  the  pro- 
vision and  maintenance  of  the  lights 
designed  by  the  Sublime  Porte;  and, 
whether  the  surplus  of  Egyptian  light 
dues  above  mentioned  has  been  accumu- 
lated during  the  long-continued  negotia- 
tions on  this  subject,  and  may  be  applied 
to  the  erection  of  lights  in  the  Gulf  of 
Aden. 

*Mr.  BRODRICK:  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  been  informed  that  the 
Porte  has  arranged  with  the  Administra- 
tion des  Phares  for  the  construction  of 
four  lights  in  the  Red  Sea:  at  Mocha, 
Zebair,  Abu  All,  and  Jebel  Tir.  These 
lights  will  be  kept  up  by  the  Turkish 
Government,  and  no  new  taxes  will  be 
levied  on  shipping  on  account  of  them. 
In  these  circumstances  the  ultimate 
destination  of  the  funds  which  had  been 
accumulated  l)y  the  Egyptian  Government 
for  this  purpose  will  be  a  matter  for 
future  consideration. 

SAMMUN   BAY. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  the  British  Minister  in 
charge  at  Pekin  is  still  pressing  the  claims 
of  Italy  to  lease  Sammun  Bay  and  the 
adjoining  territory;  and,  whether  it  is' 
proposed  to  take  any  further  action  in 
support  of  the  claim. 

♦Mr.  BRODRICK  :  No  action  has  been 
taken  in  the  matter  by  Her  Majesty's 
representative  at  Pekin  since  the  state- 
ment which  I  made  on  the  20th  March  in 
reply  to  a  question  on  the  subject  by  the 
honoural)le  Member.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  await  the  formation  of 
the  new  Italian  Ministry  and  the  com- 
munication of  their  wishes  on  the  subject 
before  considering  the  question  of  what 
further  steps,  if  any,  can  be  taken  by 
Her  Majesty's  Charge  d'Affaires. 

Sir  James  Fergusson. 
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Mr.  ASCROFT:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  he  can  give  any  infor- 
mation as  to  the  number  of  British  gun- 
boats now  stationed  near  Samshiri ;  and, 
whether  the  statement  of  Acting-Consul 
Fox,  which  was  received  at  the  Foreign 
Office  on  10th  April,  that  cases  of  piracy 
in  the  neighbourhood  of  Samshiri  were 
unpleasantly  frequent  during  the  last 
months  of  1898,  that  attacks  had  been 
made  on  two  steamers  flvine  the  British 
flag,  that  the  provincial  authorities  were 
either  unable  or  unwilling  to  put  a  stop 
to  such  a  state  of  affairs,  that  the  outrages 
were  perpetrated  in  broad  daylight  often 
within  sight  of  the  guard  stations,  and  that 
in  hardly  one  instance  had  the  offenders 
been  captured,  had  received  the  attention 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government ;  and,  if  so, 
whethes  any  representation  has  been 
made  to  the  Chinese  Government ;  and, 
whether  he  can  give  any  information  as 
to  the  results  of  same. 

Mr.  BRODRICK:  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  had  under  consideration 
the  increase  of  piracy  in  Chinese  waters 
in  the  neighbourhood  of  Hong  Kong  and 
in  the  West  River,  and  strong  representa- 
tions have  been  made  to  the  Chinese 
Grovernment  on  the  subject.  The  corre- 
spondence has  been  forwarded  by  the 
Admiralty  to  the  Commander-in-Chief  on 
the  China  Station.  The  gunboat  "  Sand- 
piper "  is  at  present  stationed  in  the  West 
River. 

TELEGRAPHIC   NEEDS   OF   SAMSHIRL 

Mr.  ASCROFT:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  he  is  aware  that,  although 
Samshiri  has  now  been  an  open  port  for 
over  a  year,  and  that  the  telegraph  wires 
pass  through  Hokow,  no  telegrapn  station 
has  been  established  at  the  port  of  Sam- 
shiri ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  great  in- 
convenience is  suffered  by  British  sub- 
jects in  consequence  of  the  nearest 
station  at  Sainan  not  having  an  English- 
speaking  operator ;  and,  whether  he  will 
consider  the  advisability  of  taking  the 
necessary  steps  to  remove  the  grievance 
of  British  traders  stationed  in  that  part  of 
China. 

*Mr.  BRODRICK :  The  absence  of  any 
telegraph  station  at  Samshiri  and  the  re- 
sultmg  inconvenience  are  referred  to  in 
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the  report  of  the  British  Acting  Consul 
for  1898,  which  has  been  presented  to  the 
House.  There  would  no  doubt  be  great 
advantage  for  commercial  business  that 
there  should  be  a  telegraph  station  nearer 
than  three  miles,  I)ut  i  fear  that  until 
other  more  important  matters  connected 
with  our  trade  in  China  have  been  dealt 
with,  we  cannot  make  this  a  subject  of 
diplomatic  representation. 

BRITISH  PROPERTY  AT  HANKOW. 

Mr.  ASCROFT:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  any  representations  have 
been  made  to  him  in  respect  to  the  re- 
fusal of  the  Russian  Consul  at  Hankow  to 
recognise  the  title  of  British  subjects  to 
property  owned  by  them  within  the 
Russian  concession ;  and  whether  any 
communication  has  passed  between  Her 
Majesty's  Grovernment  and  the  Russian 
Crovernment  in  respect  to  same ;  and,  if 
so,  whether  he  can  give  the  result  of  such 
communications. 

♦Mr.  BRODRICK  :  Representations 
have  been  made  to  the  Russian  Govern- 
ment on  the  subject,  and  they  have  sent 
instructions  to  their  representatives  in 
China  to  suspend  all  definite  action  in  the 
matter  pending  further  orders. 

SIERRA  LEONE. 

Mr,  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.):  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  when  he  proposes 
to  lay  upon  the  Table  the  Report  of  Sir  D. 
Chalmers  on  the  recent  troubles  in  Sierra 
LfOone. 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for  the 
COLONIES  (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain,  Bir- 
mingham, W.) :  I  have  just  received  Sir 
F.  Cardew's  observations  and  am  now 
considering  the  whole  question.  I  expect 
to  present  the  Report  at  an  early  date 
after  the  Whitsuntide  Recess. 

BISHOP  TUGWELL. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON  (Cumber- 
land, Cockermouth) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  Bishop  Tugwell  has  been  com- 
mitted for  trial  at  Lagos  on  the  charge  of 
criminal  libel,  the  lil)el  consisting  in  a 
statement  that  probably  75  per  cent,  of 
the  Europeans  on  the  West  Coast  of 
Africa  die  from  the  effects  of  dnnk ;  and 


whether  the  Colonial  Office  proposes  to 
take  any  steps  towards  the  assistance  of 
this  preLate  in  his  unfortunate  position. 

Mr,  J.  CHAMBERLAIN:  I  have  no 
information  on  the  subject  except  from 
the  Press  telegrams.  If  a  prosecution  has 
been  instituted  by  a  private  person  or 
persons  I  have  no  power  to  interfere. 

MR.  LE  MESURIER. 

Mr.  SCHWANN  (Manchester,  N.): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  whether  he  has  received  the 
report  of  the  Governor  of  Ceylon  on  Mr. 
C.  J.  R  Le  Mesurier's  indictment  of  the 
Grovemor  and  of  other  officials  in  Ceylon ; 
whether  these  complaints  were  sent  to  the 
Colonial  Secretary  in  January,  through 
the  Grovernor  himself ;  and  whether  it  is 
imperative  on  the  Governor,  under  the 
Government  Regulations,  to  report  on 
such  a  complaint  at  the  time  of  forward- 
ing it  to  the  Secretary  of  State;  and 
whether  the  Inspector-General  of  Police 
in  Ceylon  has  protested  against  the  use  of 
police  to  eject  the  occupants  of  lands 
claimed  by  the  Crown ;  and  whether  the 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  in  Ceylon  have 
advised  against  the  action  of  the  Governor 
in  using  force  to  occupy  such  lands,  and 
advised  nim  to  proceed  under  the  Common 
Law;  and  has  the  Government  at  last 
taken  proceedings  under  the  Common  Law 
of  the  island  to  assert  the  right  of  the 
Crown  to  use  of  these  lands ;  and  why  the 
same  procediu*e  could  not  have  been  taken 
with  all  the  other  lands  in  dispute. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN :  The  petition 
in  question,  dated  December  31,  was  for* 
wanled  with  a  despatch  dated  April  3, 
which  reached  me  April  24.  The  Acting 
Governor,  who  wrote  the  despatch,  ex- 
plained the  delay  as  follows : — 

'*  It  has  not  been  possible  to  deal  with  this 
memorial  as  speedily  as  I  should  have  desired, 
owing  to  the  number  of  referenceH  which  were 
necessitated  to  the  several  officers  who  were 
charged  by  Mr.  Le  Mesurier  with  ^ave  dere- 
liction of  duty.  They,  lin  fact,  include  all 
those  officers  of  Government  whose  duties 
necessitated  their  coming  in  contact  officially 
with  Mr.  Le  Mesurier,  and  his  complaints 
range  over  a  period  of  some  3^  year^." 

The  Governor,  who  is  in  Enghind,  states 
that  as  far  as  he  is  aware  the  Inspector* 
General  of  Police  did  not,  and  was  most 
unlikely,  to  make  any  such  protest  as  the 
question  implies.  The  Attorney-Genera^ 
of  Ceylon,   under  whose  advice  all  pro« 
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ceedings  under  the  ordinance  have  been 
taken,  has  not  advised  as  suggested  in  the 
honourable  Member's  question,  nor  has  he 
advised  the  Governor  to  proceed  under 
the  ordinary  law,  except  in  one  or  two 
cases  where  Mr.  Le  Mesurier  is  concerned. 
In  these  cases  Mr.  Le  Mesurier,  by  tech- 
nical objections,  thwarted  the  proceedings 
under  the  Waste  Lands  Ordinance,  and 
consequently  the  Attorney-General  saw 
no  reason  why  he  should  continue  to  have 
the  benefit  of  the  cheap  procedure  pro- 
vided by  the  ordinance,  especially  as  he 
would  not  have  the  same  opportunities 
for  obstruction  under  the  more  rigid 
ordinary  law.  To  adopt  the  same  pro- 
cedure in  all  cases  would  be  unfair  to 
other  claimants,  who  prefer  the  inexpen- 
sive and  expeditious  procedure  under  the 
Waste  Lands  Ordinance.  That  ordinance 
is  generally  very  popular,  and  many  large 
proprietors  are  anxious  to  have  settle- 
ments efifected  under  it  because,  besides 
bein^  cheap  and  expeditious,  it  provides 
for  the  amicable  settlement  of  claijns,  and 
Government  has  from  the  first  directed 
that  all  bona  fide  claims  are  to  be  treated 
in  a  generous  spirit.  Consequently,  nearly 
all  claims  other  than  Mr.  Le  Mesurier  s 
have  been  amicably  disposed  of  under  the 
ordinance  without  the  intervention  of  the 
ordinary  courts,  which  are  open  to  every 
claimant. 

FEVER  EProEMIC   IN  THE  GLENTIE8 

UNION. 

Mr.  swift  MACNEILL  (Donegal,  S.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  if  he  has 
received  copies  of  resolutions  passed  at 
meetings  of  the  Guardians  of  Glenties 
Union,  held  on  4th  and  31st  March,  and 
of  the  Rural  District  Council  held  on  15th 
April,  calling  attention  to  the  fact  that 
the  Guardians  are  liable  for  a  sum  of 
nearly  £500  in  connection  with  proceed- 
ings taken  against  them  in  actions  in  the 
Superior  Courts  at  the  suit  of  Ward  and 
M'Cabe,  whose  houses  at  Kendew,  in  the 
Glenties  Union,  were  burned  fn  the 
interests  of  the  public  health  by  the  sani- 
tary authority,  at  the  instance  of  the 
sanitarv  officer  of  the  district,  as  an  indis- 
pensable necessity  for  staying  the  pro- 
gress of  a  fever  epidemic,  that  the 
amounts  which  should  be  applied  to  other 
purposes  are  now  swamped  by  these 
charges,  that  the  treasurer  has  refused  to 
give  any  overdraft,  and  requesting  the 
Local  Government  Board  to  advance  the 
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amount  for  which  the  Union,  in  the  dis- 
charge of  an  absolute  duty,  has  been  thus 
rendered  liable ;  will  he  explain  why  the 
Local  Government  Board  declin^  to 
accede  to  the  request  of  the  Guardians  for 
permission  to  advance  sums  of  £20  each 
to  Ward  and  M*Cabe  as  compensation  for 
the  burning  of  their  houses,  which  they 
were  willing  to  accept  in  complete  dis- 
charge of  all  causes  of  action ;  and,  what 
steps  will  be  taken  by  the  Government 
with  a  view  to  the  relief  of  the  Union 
from  liability  for  the  sum  incurred  by 
legal  proceedings  into  which  it  was  un- 
avoidably launched  by  the  refusal  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  to  permit  the 
Guardians  to  accept  the  proposal  made 
before  the  institution  of  the  actions 
for  the  reasonable  settlement  of  these 
claims. 

The  chief  SECRETAKY  tor  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  G.  W.  Balfour,  Leeds, 
Central):  Copies  of  the  resolutions  re- 
ferred to  in  the  first  paragraph  have  been 
received.  As  regards  the  second  and 
third  paragraphs,  when  the  Guardians 
asked  the  Local  Government  Board  to 
sanction  a  payment  in  money  to  the 
occupiers  of  the  houses  in  question  to 
compensate  them  for  the  destruction  of 
the  houses,  the  Board  informed  the  Guar- 
dians that  they  had  no  power  to  sanction 
such  a  payment  from  the  rates.  Recog- 
nising, however,  the  difficult  position  in 
which  the  Guardians  found  themselves, 
the  Board  instructed  their  Inspector  to 
attend  before  the  Guardians  and  suggest 
that  they  should  take  steps  under  the 
Labourers'  Acts  to  erect  dwellings  for 
these  people,  for  which  special  purpose 
there  were  funds  at  the  disposal  of  the 
Guardians ;  but  they  declined  to  act  on 
the  Board's  recommendation.  Had  the 
Guardians  adopted  this  recommendation, 
the  legal  costs  of  which  they  now  com- 
plain would  probably  not  have  been 
incurred.  There  are  no  funds  at  the  dis- 
posal of  the  Board,  or  of  Government, 
from  which  the  advance  asked  for  by  the 
Guardians  could  be  made. 

RAILWAY  VALUATION  AT  MILL- 
STREET,  CO.  CORK. 

Captain  DONELAN  (Cork,  E) :  On  be- 
half of  the  honourable  Member  for  Mid- 
Cork,  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secietary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he 
is  aware  that  the  Commissioner  of  Valua- 
tion has,  after  a  period  of  52  years,  re- 
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duced  the  valuation  of  the  Great  Soudiem 
and  Western  Railway  by  the  amount 
of  £1,084  5s.  in  the  Millstreet  Rural 
District,  county  Cork ;  and  whether, 
having  regard  to  the  hardship  imposed 
upon  the  district  council  by  the  reduction 
in  question,  the  Commissioner  will  be 
directed  to  reconsider  his  decision. 

Mr.  G.W.BALFOUR:  Are-valuationof 
the  Great  Southern  and  Western  Railway 
system  was  made  this  year  at  the  request 
of  the  Tralee  Board  of  Guardians.  The 
effect  of  this  re-valuation  has  been  to 
increase  the  rateable  value  of  the  railway 
on  certain  sections  of  the  line,  and  to 
reduce  it  on  others — the  net  result  being 
a  considerable  increase.  On  the  section 
running  through  Millstreet  Rural  District 
there  was  a  decrease  amounting  to 
£1,081  5s.  It  is  open  to  any  ratepayer 
in  the  district  to  appeal  against  the  de- 
cision of  the  Commissioner  of  Valuation, 
and  if  such  an  appeal  be  lodged,  and  if  it 
be  proved  to  his  satisfaction  that  the 

{resent  valuation  of  the  railway  is  unfair, 
e  will  be  prepared    to  reconsider  the 
matter. 

CORK  LOCAL  GOVERNMENT 
ELECTION. 

Captain  DONELAN  :  On  behalf  of  the 
honourable  Member  for  North  Cork,  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  at  the  recent  elections  in 
Ireland  held  under  the  Local  Government 
Act,  1898,  petty  sessions  clerks  were 
engaged  as  deputy  returning  and  pre- 
sicnng  officers  in  nearly  every  coimty  in 
Ireland  except  the  county  of  Cork ;  if  he 
can  state,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  they 
have  frequently  discharged  the  duties  of 
presiding  officers  at  the  Parliamentary 
elections  in  Cork  county,  why  they  were 
not  eligible  to  serve  at  these  local  govern- 
ment elections ;  and,  whether  the  Regis- 
trar of  Petty  Sessions  Clerks  gave  per- 
mission to  them  to  act ;  if  so,  why  were 
they  debarred  from  acting  on  this  occasion. 

Mr,  6.  W.  BALFOUR :  The  facts,  I  am 
informed,  are  stated  with  substantial 
accuracy  in  the  question.  Deputy  re- 
turning and  presiding  officers  are  appointed 
bv  the  returning  officers,  and  I  assume 
that  the  Returning  Officer  for  Cork,  in  not 
emplojring  a  Petty  Sessions  Clerk  to  act 
in  the  capacity  mentioned  at  the  recent 
elections,  was  guided  by  the  terms  of  a 


circular  issued  to  these  officers  in  1884,, 
which  prohibited  them  from  taking  any 
part  in  rarliamentary,  Municipal,  or  Poor 
Law  Elections,  except  to  record  their 
votes.  It  is  apparent  that  the  terms  oi 
this  circular  have  not  been  complied  with. 
There  are  obvious  objections  to  the  em- 
ployment of  Petty  Sessions  Clerks  in  the 
capacity  stated,  at  all  events  in  the 
districts  for  which  they  are  appointed  as 
clerks,  and  the  whole  subject  is  now  imder 
the  consideration  of  Grovemment. 

IRISH  FINANCIAL  RELATIONS. 

Mr.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  whether  he  will  arrange  that 
the  Third  Reading  of  the  Finance  Bill 
should  be  taken,  so  as  to  afford  an  oppor- 
tunity for  a  discussion  on  the  question  of 
the  financial  relations  between  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland. 

Mr,  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  am  not  awar© 
that  any  new  facts  have  come  before  the 
House  since  last  year  to  justify  the  House 
again  going  over  the  ground  referred  to. 
I  do  not  make  any  pledge  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  to  find  time  for  a  discus* 
sion  of  the  subject. 

DOCK  ACCIDENTS. 

Mr,  BROADHURST  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  whether  his  attention  has 
been  directed  to  the  report  of  Dr. 
Tatham  as  to  the  serious  number  of 
accidents  at  docks  and  wharves  causine* 
deaths,  and  being  far  in  excess  of  normal 
industrial  accidents,  being  in  fact  more 
than  double  that  of  other  occupations; 
what  steps  have  been  taken  to  inspect 
gear  and  working  machinery  on  wharves 
and  docks  for  the  purpose  of  preventing 
accidents ;  and,  whether  a  Return  can  be 
made,  and  laid  upon  the  Table,  of  visits 
paid  to  wharves  and  docks,  with  name 
and  time  of  visit,  and  place  inspected. 

♦The  secretary  of  STATE  tor 
THB  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Sir  M. 
WmTE  RiDLKT,  Lanes,  Blackpool)  :  I 
have  seen  Dr.  Tatham's  figures,  which 
are  important  and  interesting,  and  show 
that  dock  labour  is  one  of  the  most 
dangerous  occupations.  They  relate,, 
however,  to  the  years  1890  to  1892w 
Since  then  the  Factory  and  Workshops 
Act  of  1895  has  been  passed,  and  under 
its  powers  the  Factory  Inspectors  (who 
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have  been  increased  in    numbers)   now  available ;  but  those  which  I  have  given 

inspect  the  gear  and  working  machinery  show  that  while  there  are  great  variations 

in  docks  and  wharves  in  the  same  way  as  from  year  to  year  in  the  number  of  con- 

if  these  places  were  factories.     I  cannot  victions,  it  cannot  be  said  that  there  is  an 

give  separate  statistics  of  visits  to  docks  increase  in  recent  years. 

and    wharves,   ])ut    the   visits  are   very 

numerous.  JOSEPH  WILSON,  OF  FAILSWORTH. 

,,                T     ,,  Mr.     ASCROFT:    I   beg  to  ask  the 

An   HONOURAm.E  Member  :  Is  there  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home   Depart- 

any  increase  of  the  staff  at  Liverpool  ?  ^^^^^    ^^^^^^^  ^^^  attention   has    been 

ct       AT    ^T-TTTrpT?    r>TT\T nxr    T            i.  drawu  to  thc  casc  of  Joscph  Wilsou,  agcd 

Sir   M.  UHITE   RIDLEY:  I  cannot  ^g    ^^  Failsworth,  who,  on  the  23rd  of 

answer  any  question  as  to  details.  February,   1898,  was   sentenced   to   two 

MAINTENANCE  OF  CHILDREN  IN  "^J^^^^  imprisonment  with  hard  labour, 

INDUSTRL\L  SCHOOLS.  a^^     committed    to     the     Strangeways 

\f«  \\T  T?  T\  viMTT-iT /Q4^«>«^\     T  K^«  Prison,    Maiichcster,    and,    on   his   com- 

Mr.  \V.  r.  D.  o3llirl  (fStrand) :  1  beg  i  •   •       ^u  ^   l              -hi          ui     i.^ 

.         1     4.1,     o        «.           f  014.  4r     c^^  4r\z.  plaining  that  he  was  ill  and  unable  to 

to  ask  the   Secretary   of  State  for  the  *^i^              i.j4.4.un          ^        a 

XT           1^-^        ..1.4.1.        •*-i.-  work,  was  reported  to  the  (jrovernor,  and. 

Home    Department    whether    it    is    his  A           J-    i      a:         «4.«4.-  «   \.l  «,«« 

.  ,     , .      ,^ .  .      1           Tj-n  ,       .        /r   4.  on    the    medical   omcer   stating   he  was 

intention  to  introduce  a  Bill  to  give  ettect  ,          .                      «      i   r     *.?    ^   j««* 

to  the  recommetidations  of  th!  Depart-  flamming,  was  confined  for  three  days 

mental   Committee   on  Reformatory  and  V"  '5^   punishment  cell,  with  a  chet  of 

Industrial  Schools,   1895-6,  with  Regard  tr^J^vTii  \he   priso^  hosS^^^^ 

to    the    payment    of    contributions    by  ^^^^^'^m    It'ric'rer,  Tn^actSS 

P*^®^  ^*  within   the   prison,  from   which   he   sub- 

♦Sir  M.  white  RIDLEY :  In  a  Bill  ««q»«n%  ^^^  =  Whether  a,t  the  inquest 

which    I    have    prepared    dealing    with  any  evidence  was  given  as  to  the  punish- 

..            14.-         i.             4.1,  fi  ment  he  had  suftered  for  complaimng  of 

various    matters    relating    to     youthful  .„                 j      i.  *u      ^.i.        i  4.-        tl  j 

offenders,  I  have  insertedlrovisions  which  i""^«^  ^    and  whether  the  relatives  lad 

would  give   effect   to   the   bulk    of    the  the  opportunity  of  being  present  at  same : 

recommlidations  referred  to.     I  may  add  ^^^^  T  "lif^T   compensation   can  be 

that  I  hope  that  this  Bill  wiU  shortly  be  "|^^^^,  ^^«  ^^^^^^^  ^^^^  ^^T'  ^  ^  ^^^ 

introduced  in  another  place.                ^  «^«"^  dependent  on  his  son  s  earnings. 

♦The  home  SECRETARY  (Sir  M. 

TRAIN  WRECKERS.  WHITE    RlDLEV) :     My     attention    was 

Mr.  ASCROFT  :  I  l)eg  to  ask  the  drawn  to  this  case  last  year,  when  I 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart-  received  a  report  from  the  Prison  Com- 
ment whether  he  can  give  the  number  of  missioners  and  a  transcript  of  the 
cases  during  the  last  ten  years  where  evidence  taken  at  the  inquest.  It  is  not 
prisoners  convicted  of  robljery  with  the  case  that  the  prisoner  complained 
violence  and  garrotting  have  been  flogged ;  that  he  was  ill  and  unable  to  work,  that  the 
whether  he  can  give  the  number  of  con-  medical  officer  stated  that  he  was  sham- 
victions  obtained  during  the  same  period  ming,  or  that  he  was  confined  for  three 
of  prisoners  charged  with  attempts  to  days  in  the  punishment  cell.  The 
wreck  railway  trains ;  and,  whether  he  prisoner  was  in  good  health  on  admission 
can  give  any  information  as  to  the  to  the  prison  on  the  23rd  of  February, 
increase  of  the  latter  offence  during  but  on  account  of  his  age  was  put  to 
recent  years .  light  labour  only,  namely,  picking  cotton. 

He  was  reported  for  idleness  on  the  15th 

♦Sir  M.  white  RIDLEY  :  The  num-  March,  and  was  passed  as  fit  for  the  pimish- 

bers  of  cases  in  which  prisoners  have  been  ment  imposed,  i.e.  one  day's  confinement 

sentenced  to  be  flogged  in  each  of  the  ten  in  his  own  cell,  with  bread  and  water.  Nine 

years  1888  to  1897,  are  26,  24,  9,  17,  18,  days  afterwards,  on  the   24th  of   March, 

46,  65,  30,  29,  and  31.     During  the  same  the  prisoner,  who  looked  ill,  was  admitted 

years  the  numbers  of  persons  convicted  to  the  hospital,  and  on  the  27th  of  March 

on  indictment  under  Sections  32,  33,  and  the    symptoms  of  enteric   fever   showed 

34   of  the   Offences  against  the  Person  themselves.     These  facts  were  given  in 

Act,  1861,  are  18,  4,  11,  4,  6,  3,  11,  10,  evidence    at  the   inquest  at  which   the 

14,  and  0.     The  figures  for  1898  are  not  prisoner's  relatives   were  present.     It  is 

Sir  M.  niiite  Ruiky. 
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by  no  means  proved  that  the  disease  was 
contracted  in  the  prison :  evidence  was 
given  that  the  drains  and  water 
were  all  in  perfect  order,  and  no  other 
case  occun-ed.  The  medical  inspector 
came  to  the  conclusion  that  the  (fisease 
was  not  contracted  in  prison,  but  that 
it  had  been  inculmting  from  a  date 
very  shortly  prior  to  the  sentence.  The 
circumstances  would  not  justify  the  grant 
of  any  compensation  as  suggested  in  the 
last  paragraph. 

POST    OFFICE    MAIL    BAGS. 

Mr.  HALSEY  (Herts,  Watford):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
as  representing  the  Postmaster  General, 
whetner  the  Postmaster  General  of  the 
Cape  Colony  has  raised  objections  to  the 
making  up  of  mail  bags  for  the  United 
Kingdom  on  board  Her  Majesty's  ships 
on  that  station,  thereby  depriving  the 
officers  and  njen  of  the  privilege  of  the 
Imperial  penny  postage ;  ana  if  so, 
whether  he  will  take  measures  to  secure 
to  the  officers  and  men  of  Her  Majesty's 
ships  on  that  station  the  privileges  they 
now  enjoy  in  every  other  part  of  the 
British  Empire. 

Mr.  ANSTRUTHER  (for  Mr.  Han- 
bury)  :  The  Postmaster  General  under- 
stands that  the  naval  authorities  at 
Simons  Town  arranged  with  the  Post- 
master General  of  the  Cape  Colony  to 
delay  the  establishment  of  the  mails  from 
the  ships  pending  the  settlement  of  a 
question  of  accounts.  As  that  question 
is  now  settled,  the  Postmaster  General 
sees  no  reason  why  the  mails  should  not 
be  established  at  once. 


SECONDARY  EDUCATION  (SCOTLAND). 

MOTION  FOR   ADJOURNMENT. 

Captain  SINCLAIR  (Forfar)  rose  in 
his  place,  and  asked  leave  to  move  the 
Adjournment  of  the  House  for  the  pur- 
pose of  discussing  a  definite  matter  of 
urgent  public  importance,  viz.,  "  the  new 
scheme  for  Secondary  Education  in 
Scotland  as  set  forth  in  the  Minute  of 
27th  April,  which  provides  for  the  dis- 
tribution of  £35,000,  and  will  become 
operative  on  the  27th  dav  of  this  month  "  ; 
but  the  pleasure  of  the  tlouse  not  having 
been  signified,  Mr.  Speaker  called  on 
those  Members  who  supported  the  Motion 
to  rise  in  their  places,  and  not  less  than 
40  Meml>ers  having  accordingly  risen. 
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Captain  SINCLAIR  said  that  he 
was  reluctant  to  trespass  on  the  time  of 
the  House.  If  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  would  be  good  enough  to 
undertake  to  arrange  that  the  Minute 
should  not  come  into  operation  until  they 
had  had  an  opportunity  of  discussing  it, 
he  would  be  very  glad  to  sit  down  at 
once,  so  far  as  he  was  concerned ;  but  if 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  could  not 
see  his  way  to  do  that,  then  he  must  say 
he  would  feel  obliged  in  the  circumstances 
of  the  case  to  bring  the  matter  before  the 
House.  The  reason  that  influenced  him 
was  that  this  was  a  new  Minute  dealing 
with  a  sum  which  was  applied  for  the 
purpose  of  secondary  education  in  Scot- 
land, and  the  method  adopted  by  the 
Minute  removed  practically  from  Parlia- 
ment all  direct  control  of  this  secondary 
education.  It  superseded  the  existing 
authority,  and  it  made  the  Scottish 
Education  Department  supreme  over  the 
existing  authorities  to  an  extent  and 
degree  which  it  had  never  held  before. 
He  did  not  think  the  House,  perhaps, 
realised  the  confusion  into  which  Scottish 
secondary  education  had  been  brought  by 
nine  years'  government  by  Minutes  and 
circulars  from  the  Scottish  Education 
Departm  ent 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester, 
E.)  :  Will  the  honourable  Gentleman 
allow  me  to  interrupt  him  ?  He  has  made 
a  direct  appeal  to  me.  I  do  not  know  any- 
thing about  this,  but  I  have  been  inquiring 
from  my  hon.  friend  near  me,  and  he  in- 
forms me  that  nothing  can  be  done  under 
the  Minute  for  some  little  period.  The 
distribution  is  not  until  31st  October, 
and  no  steps  of  a  character  which  will 
commit  the  House,  or  anybody,  can  betaken 
for  some  little  time.  I  will  bring  on  the 
Scottish  Estimates  at  as  convenient  a  time 
as  possible.  I  have  already  tried  to  bring 
them  on,  but  owing  to  the  objections  of 
my  hon.  friend  opposite  they  were  post- 
poned. I  believe,  however,  that  the 
Scottish  Estimates  will  come  on  at  a  period 
before  any  steps  of  a  serious  character  are 
taken. 

Sir  H.  CAMPBELT.-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling  Burghs) :  Perhap  I  may  be 
allowed  to  point  out.  that  even  the 
opportunity  of  the  Scottish  Estimates  will 
not  be  a  very  good  opportunity  for  the 
discussion  of    the   Minute,   and  for  this 
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reason — on  the  education  vote  for  Scot- 
land there  is  ample  material  for  a  long 
discussion,  because  there  is  an  entirely 
new  Code  this  year,  and  a  very  ^eat  deal 
of  matter  that  requires  to  be  discussed. 
This  Minute  is  a  definite  matter  by  itself, 
and  if  the  right  hon.  Grentleman  can  give 
this  facility  to  the  Scottish  Members,  i  am 
sure  it  would  be  in  the  interests  of  Scot- 
tish education. 

Captain  SINCLAIR  said  that  he  could 
only  express  his  regret  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  not  able  to  see  his  way  to 
give  them  this  concession.  His  purpose  in 
intervening  to-day  was  to  claim  the  right 
that  this  question  should  be  discussed  by 
Parliament.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  be  good  enough  to  give  them  a 
definite  undertaking,  he  would  be  still 
very  glad  to  withdraw,  but  as  that  was 
not  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  intention 
he  must  proceed.  He  begged  to  remind 
the  House  that  the  first  grant  was  given 
as  long  ago  as  1890.  The  number  of 
authorities  which  administered  that  grant 
was  something  like  238  in  Scotland.  The 
second  grant  was  given  two  years  later, 
and  for  the  purpose  of  the  administration 
of  that  grant,  39  new  and  separate  autho- 
rities were  created.  There  had  been  two 
such  grants  since  then.  Altogether  the 
sum  of  money,  with  this  £35,000,  available 
was  about  £175,000,  not  taking  into  con- 
sideration the  £200,000  which  they  had 
for  endowments,  and  at  the  other  end  of 
the  scale  the  part  which  was  claimed  for 
secondary  education  by  the  higher  stand- 
ards of  the  elementary  public  schools. 
The  objestion  to  the  Minute  was  that  it 
added  to  the  confusion  that  already  ex- 
isted in  secondary  education  in  Scotland. 
In  the  first  place,  it  added  to  the  number 
of  authorities  who  had  a  right  to  distri- 
bute these  grants.  There  were  certain 
authorities  which  had  laid  upon  them  the 
duty  of  distributing  the  residue  grant  under 
the  Act  of  1890.  There  was  another  set  of 
authorities  which  had  the  right  to  dis- 
tribute the  grant  under  the  Act  of  1892, 
which  went  by  the  name  of  the  Equiva- 
lent Grant.  The  Scottish  Education 
Department  had  the  duty  of  distributing 
£2,000,  they  said,  for  agricultural  educa- 
tion, and  also  the  money  which  came  to 
them  from  the  Science  and  Art  Depart- 
ment, and  which  was  now  administered 
bv  the  Scottish  Education  Department, 
lliis  new  Minute,  which  set  f  ortn  the  new 
method  in  which  the  grant  was  to  be 
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administered,  adopted  an  entirely  new 
procedure.  That  very  fact  in  itself 
seemed  to  him  to  condemn  the  method 
which  had  at  present  been  established. 
They  had,  therefore^  an  additional  element 
added  to  the  confusion.  The  first  para- 
graph of  the  minute  proposed  to  devote 
£2,000  for  the  purpose  of  defraying  the 
cost  of  inspection,  and  the  cost  of  the 
leaving  certificates.  In  Scotland  £2,000 
aleady  went  to  this  purpose  from  a  separ- 
ate source.  He  wanted  to  ask  the 
Lord  Advocate  if  he  would  inform  them 
what  different  method  was  to  be  adopted 
in  reference  to  this  additional  £2,000  ? 
Was  it  intended  that  this  £2,000  should 
be  really  additionally  applied  for  this  pur- 
pose, or  was  it  to  relieve  the  Equivalent 
Grant,  from  which  at  present  £2,000  was 
taken  for  this  purpose,  and  were  they  to 
have  a  new  separate  set  of  inspectors? 
The  next  paragraph  proposed  to  allot 
£2,000  for  agncultural  education.  In 
the  first  place  they  had  a  sum  given  to 
this  purpose  from  the  Science  and  Art 
Department,  under  the  Scottish  Educa- 
tion Department.  Now  they  had  this 
new  grant  of  £2,000  also  to  be  re- 
administered  by  the  Scottish  Education 
Department  under  conditions  which  they 
did  not  yet  know.  Besides  the  total  sum 
of  £4,000  they  had  the  County  Councils 
in  all  parts  spending  money  in  agricul- 
tural instruction  of  various  sorts  entirely 
separately,  and,  it  might  be,  out  of  touch 
with  the  central  institutions  by  whom  at  pre- 
sent the  £2,000  now  devoted  was  applied. 
There  was  an  increasing  demand  in  Scot- 
land for  this  form  of  instruction,  and  it 
did  seem  to  him  that  when  they  had  the 
total  money  devoted  to  this  purpose, 
coming  from  a  multiplication  of  sources, 
there  was  little  likelihood  of  building  up 
from  the  be^nning  a  satisfactory  form  of 
instruction  m  Scotland,  and  there  were 
large  gaps  in  the  present  system.  The 
present  £4,000  went  to  four  central  insti- 
tutions, and,  on  the  other  hand,  the 
grants  from  the  County  Councils  went 
generally  to  itinerant  lecturers  and  courses 
in  the  county  districts.  There  were  large 
gaps  in  the  East  of  Scotland.  There  was 
a  wide  district  for  which  no  provision  was 
made.  There  were  Perthshire,  Forfarshire, 
and  Fifeshire,  all  without  institutions  in 
this  direction  which  they  ought  to  have. 
He  did  not  ask  what  institutions  the 
money  was  to  be  allotted  to,  but  he  asked 
why  more  money  was  not  allotted  for  this 
purpose,  and  how  the  money  that  was 
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allotted  was  going  to  be  spent.   As  to  the 
next  part  of  the  5linute,  would  the  State- 
aided  schools,  with  higher  departments, 
be  eligible  for  moneys  under  this  grant  ? 
When  the    Secondary    Education  Gom< 
mittee  undertook  the  work  of  endeavour- 
ing to  organise  secondary  and  technical 
education  in  counties,  they  had  the  two 
years'  balance  moneys  in  hand.     It  had 
always    been    expected  that  their  work 
would  be  strengthened  and  supplemented 
in  some  degree  by  the  action  of  Parlia- 
ment.    Without  that  help  it  was  more 
than  likely  that  in  some  counties  grants 
that  had  hitherto  been  made  to  certain 
institutions  would  have  to  be  reduced  in 
time  to  come.     He  wanted  to  point  out 
another  defect  in    the   present  system, 
namely,  the  entire  want  of  continuity — 
which  characterised  the  present  method 
of  distributing  the  grant 

♦Mr,  speaker  :  K  I  had  known  the 
line  of  argument  the  hon.  Member  was 
going  to  adopt  I  should  have  hesitated  in 
Baying  that  this  was  such  a  definite  mat- 
ter that  it  could  be  presented  to  the 
House  on  a  motion  for  adjournment. 
The  hon.  Member  seems  to  me  to  be  rais- 
ing the  whole  subject  of  Scottish  educa- 
tion. That  is  not  a  definite  matter  on 
which  a  motion  for  adjournment  could  be 
founded.  I  thought  there  was  one  defi- 
nite point  in  the  scheme  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  objected.  But  to  discuss  the 
whole  subject  of  Scottish  education 
generally  on  a  motion  for  adjournment 
would  be  quite  out  of  order. 

Captain  SINCLAIR  said  he  was  per- 
fectly ready  to  bow  to  that  ruling,  and  he 
assumed  the  House  was  in  possession  of  all 
the  facts  in  connection  with  this  matter. 
He  would  therefore  only  endeavour  to 
point  out  that  this  Minute  added  to  the 
confusion  already  existing,  and  was  a 
Minute  to  which  some  of  them  took  the 
strongest  objection.  His  main  objection 
was  that  the  Minute  adopted  a  new 
-  method  of  aiding  secondary  education  in 
Scotland.  It  was  a  scheme  which  was 
entirely  new  in  its  method  and  in  its 
application.  The  main  objection  they 
took  to  this  Minute  was  the  objection 
taken  last  year  to  any  further  dealing 
with  this  subject  by  Minutes  or  Circulars 
issued  by  the  Scottish  Education  Depart- 
ment. This  method  of  dealing  with  the 
subject  had  brought  secondary  education 
in  S<x>tland  into  a  state  of  chaos,  and 


both  sides  of  the  House  had  admitted  it. 
Lord  Balfour  of  Burleigh,  in  his  Paisley 
speech,  had  admitted  it,  and  they  were 
all  agreed  that  the  multiplication  of 
authorities  was  disastrous,  and  managers 
and  teachers  might  well  be  discouraged 
by  the  complexity  and  confusion  into 
which  the  system  had  been  brought.  The 
only  difference  between  them  was  as  to 
the  method  of  dealing  with  this  intricate 
subject.  The  Scottish  Secretary  proposed 
to  deal  with  it  by  Minute 

♦The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr,  Gra- 
HAM  Murray,  Buteshire) :  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  understand  you  to  rule  that  the  hon. 
Member  must  confine  his  remarks  to  a  defi- 
nite matter — namely,  the  effect  which  this 
Minute  would  have  at  once  if  it  was  not 
not  discussed  in  the  House  to-day.  The 
hon.  Member  is  raising  the  whole  question 
of  Scottish  secondary  education,  and  it 
will  be  impossible  to  confine  my  remarks 
in  reply  to  anything  less  than  a  justifica- 
tion of  the  whole  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment. I  ask  whether  your  ruling  does 
not  really  shut  out  the  line  of  argument 
which  the  hon.  Member  is  taking. 

♦Mr.  speaker  :  What  was  in  my 
mind  in  putting  this  to  the  House  was 
the  fact  that  a  Minute  was  coming  into 
force  on  the  27th  May  which  I  understood 
made  some  material  alteration  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  Scottish  education,  and 
that  there  would  be  no  other  opportunity 
of  discussing  it  before  that  date.  It  is  to 
the  mischiefs  that  would  occur  in  conse- 
quence of  the  Minute  coming  into  force  on 
a  certain  date  that  I  would  ask  the  hon. 
Member  to  address  himself.  When  the 
Lord  Advocate  rose,  the  hon.  Member  ap- 
peared to  me  to  be  addressing  himself  to 
the  general  question  as  to  whether  an 
alteration  in  the  administration  of  Scottish 
education  ought  not  to  be  done  by  legis- 
lation, instead  of  by  Minute.  That  clearly 
would  be  out  of  order  upon  a  motion  for 
adjournment. 

Captain  SINCLAIR  said  his  point  was 
that  he  wished  that  the  mischief  would 
last  only  a  few  weeks,  but  he  was  afraid 
that  it  would  last  for  a  longer  period. 
The  method  of  administering  the  secondary 
education  funds  that  had  been  adopted  by 
the  Scottish  Secretary  would,  he  believed, 
be  prejudicial  to  secondai^  education,  and 
would  increase  the  existing  confusion 
rather  than  relieve  it,  and  put  the  matter 
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on  a  sound  footing.  Scottish  secondary 
education  was  in  need  of  the  time  and 
attention  of  Parliament,  and  it  would 
never  be  in  a  satisfactory  position  so  lone 
as  it  was  controlled  and  administered 
solely  by  Minutes  issued  by  the  Education 
Department.  The  effect  of  such  a  method 
was  to  kill  and  stifle  the  public  interest 
which  ought  to  be  taken  in  the  question 
of  education  in  Scotland,  and  which  would 
be  taken  if  another  method  was  adopted. 
Any  one  who  examined  the  state  of 
secondary  education  in  Scotland 

♦Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member  is 
now  clearly  entering  into  a  matter  which 
on  an  Education  BiU  would  be  pertinent, 
but  which  is  not  within  the  leave  given 
to  discuss  a  definite  matter  of  urgent 
public  importance. 

Captain  SINCLAIR  bowed  to  Mr. 
Speaker's  ruling.  He  would  only  again 
repeat  his  strong  protest  against  the 
method  which  had  been  taken  by  a  respon- 
sible Department  in  dealing  with  this 
subject.  There  had  been  no  time  for  any 
expression  of  public  opinion  in  Scotland 
with  reference  to  this  minute,  and  he  did 
not  think  that  such  a  method  as  this  was 
likely  to  tnily  advance  the  interests  which 
he  was  sure  the  Lord  Advocate  had  at 
heart. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed — 

"  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn.'*  — 
{Captain  Sinclair. ) 

Mr,  CROMBIE  (Kincardineshire) 
seconded  the  motion.  Hg  said  they  had 
no  desire  to  impede  the  business  of  the 
House,  but  they  considered  that  it  was  a 
matter  of  urgent  importance  to  stop  the 
operation  of  this  Minute.  They  felt  that 
if  this  Minute  came  actually  into  operation 
it  would  add  another  item  to  the  already 
great  confusion  which  existed  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  Scotch  education.  His 
hon.  friend  had  already  pointed  out  that 
there  already  existed  a  large  number  of 
authorities  which  did  administer  the  money. 
It  was  perfectly  competent  to  the  Educa- 
tion Department  to  have  handed  the 
money  over  to  be  administered  by  the 
County  Committees,  but  they  had  not  done 
so,  presumably  because  they  found  that 
the  administration  of  the  money  by  these 
County  Committees  had  not  been  wholly 
satisfactory.  By  bringing  forward  this 
Jdinute  the  Education  Department  had 
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admitted  to  the  full  that  the  present 
system  was  not  working  sufBciently  well 
They  were  proceeding  in  the  wrong  direc- 
tion, and  the  Minute  was  entirely  wrong 
in  principle.  Such  administration  as  this 
only  doubled  and  trebled  the  already 
existing  confusion  in  Scottish  secondary 
education,  and  if  this  Minute  was  acted 
upon,  it  would  make  it  more  difficult  to 
unravel  the  present  tangle. 

♦Mr.  graham  MURRAY  admitted 
that  this  was  an  important  question,  and 
also  that  the  Minute  was  a  departure  from 
that  of  the  Minute  of  1 893.  It  rather  went 
back  to  the  Minute  of  1892,  and  was  to  a 
great  extent  a  reaffirmation  of  certain 
principles  which  it  would  have  been  well 
if  the  then  Secretary  for  Scotland  had  not 
departed  from.  It  was,  however,  im- 
possible to  discuss  this  matter  in  a  manner 
that  would  satisfy  his  hon.  friend,  as  the 
hon.  Member  himself  had  said,  without 
raising  a  debate  upon  the  entire  subject  of 
Scottish  education.  In  accordance  with 
the  ruling  from  the  Chair,  what  he  had  to 
do  with  was  the  present  mischief  of  the 
minute.  The  hon.  Members  had  been  un- 
able to  show  that  there  were  any  present 
mischiefs  at  all.  As  to  the  fact  of  the 
minute  being  promulgated,  that  was  the 
fault  of  the  Act  of  Parliament,  because  it 
provided  that  there  must  be  a  Minute 
issued  pro>nding  for  the  distribution  of 
this  money.  The  scheme,  such  as  it  was, 
provided  that  grants  were  to  be  made  by 
the  Education  Department  in  favour  of 
certain  secondary  or  technical  schools,  that 
before  making  any  such  grants  they  were 
to  be  satisfied  of  certain  things,  and  that 
the  method  of  distribution  should  be  as 
follows: — Every  such  school  shall  for- 
ward before  1st  October,  1899,  for  the 
consideration  of  the  Department  through 
the  County  Committee,  a  return  contain- 
ing certain  things  and  their  proposals  as 
to  assistance.  Therefore  no  practical 
action  could  take  place  on  this  Minute 
until  procedure  began  with  the  forwarding 
of  new  schemes  on  the  Ist  of  October.* 
The  hon.  Member  was  perfectly  well  aware 
that  the  Minute  had  no  force  of  law  in  the 
sense  of  a  statute.  It  could  be  at  any 
moment  superseded  by  another  Minute. 
Technically  speaking,  the  Duke  of  Devon- 
shire and  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  might 
put  a  Minute  on  the  Table  of  the  House 
every  day  of  the  week,  and  each  Minute 
might  supersede  the  other.  Consequently 
it  was  abundantly  clear,  as  the  Scottish 
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Estimates  must  come  on  before  Ist  October,  they  might  begin  to  be  sent  in  now,  and 

hon.  Members  opposite  would  have  full  the  schools  might  at  once  take  steps  to 

opportunity  to  discuss  the  whole  policy  secure  a  share  in  the  amount,  so  that  it 

when  they  would  not  be  hampered  by  any  was  not  correct  to  say  no  action  could  be 

ruling  such  as  was  given  to-day.     If,  after  taken  at  present.      Those  who  could  not 

discussion,  hon.  Gentlemen  did  persuade  afford  to  wait  could  commence  at  once  to 

the   Government,   then    another   Minute  secure  it.      They  were  also  desirous  of 

could  be  published,  and  no  harm  would  be  calling  attention  to  the  confusion  which 

done.     The  Grovemment  could  do  what  beset  the  subject.      The  Lord  Advocate 

Sir  George   Trevelyan  did   in    the  last  said  this  Minute  went  back  to  the  princi- 

Parliament,  when  he  upset  his  own  Minute  pies  of  1892.      Did  the  hon.  Gentleman 

at  the  instance  of  one  of  his  own   sup-  remember  that  the  Minute  of  1892  was 

porters.      But     he     did   not    think    the  rejected  in  consequence  of  discussion  in 

present  Scottish  Secretary  was  likely  to  the  House  of  Commons  ?     If  they  had  an 

follow  a  similar  course.     He  therefore  ap-  opportunity   of  bringing  the  substantial 

pealed  to  hon.  Members  opposite  not  to  merits  of  the  case  before  the  House,  and 

Sjrsist  in  their  motion,  but  to  put  off  the  could  argue  that  to  proceed  by  Minute 

Bcussion  till  a  more  convenient  oppor-  instead  of  by  legislation  was  a  mistaken 

tunity.  and  unfortunate  process,  he  thought  they 

Mr.  BRYCE    (Aberdeen,    S.)    agreed  ^^^^^  ^®  a^*®  so  to  convince  the  House, 

as  to  the  difficulty  of  discussing  the  ques-  I^  would  be  a  very  great  convenience  to 

tion  without  going  beyond  the  limits  of  ^^a^e  all  these   Mmutes   m  a  collective 

the  ruling  laid  down.      At  the  same  time  ^o™-   .  I"  deference  to  the  feeling  enter- 

the  Lord  Advocate  had  not  presented  the  tamed  in  the  House,  and  in  the  Committees 

whole    case.      What    his     hon.    friend  ^^  Schools  in  Scotland,  who  had  not  had 

said  was  that  this  method  of  distributing  ^^  opportunity  of  expressing  an  opinion 

wks  inconsistent  with  the  method    laid  ^P^^  ^^^  subject,  he  appealed  to  the  right 

down  by  another  Minute,  and  that  this  ^^^-  Gentleman  to  take  no  action  until 

impsated  an  element  of  confusion   into  ^^^  House  had  a  chance  of  debating  the 

the  whole  subject,  which  demanded  atten-  question. 

tion  in  the  interest  of  secondary  educa-  j^j^      BUCHANAN     (Aberdeenshire, 

tion.     The  committees  m  the  burghs  and  g  x    ^^^    ^^iq   Lord   Advocate    would 

counties  who  were  distnbuting  the  grant  respond  to  the  appeal  of  the  right  hon. 

m  1892  expected  that  this  grant  would  Gentleman.   Would  the  right  hon  Gentle- 

be  given  to  them  as  an  additional  fund  to  ^^  ^^^^^  ^^  ^^^^^^  of  the  Government 

distnbute,   which  would  be  the  natural  ^^at  there  would  be  an  adequate  oppor- 

thing  to  expect,  as  It  woidd  seem  only  na^  tunity  of  discussing  this  Minute  and  the 

ural  that  this  further  fund  should  be  placed  ^^^ois  questions  ansing  on  it  ? 
m  their  hands.  If  that  was  not  done,  and  a 

new   method  of  distribution  was  intro-  *Mr.  GEAHAM   MURRAY   said   the 

duced,   it  would  practically  oust   these  hon.  Gentleman  might  be  quite  sure  that 

committees.     Surely,  therefore,  it  was  a  he  would  represent  what  the  wishes  of 

proper    thing    that  the    whole    subject  Members  on  the  other  side  were,  and  he 

should  be  reviewed,  and  that  this  Minute,  was  quite  sure  that  his  noble  friend  Lord 

instead   of  being  a  partial  one,  dealing  Balfour  would  give  them  most  favourable 

with£32,000,  should  deal  with  othermoney  consideration.       He   must  deprecate  an 

also,   and  place  the  distribution    of  the  actual  pistol  being  put  to  his  head,  but  he 

whole  of  it  on  similar  principles.     The  could  assure  hon.  Members  that  he  would 

Lord   Advocate   had  stated    with  truth  transmit  their  views.     More  than  that  he 

that  these  Minutes  could  be  re-called  at  did  not  think  he  could  be  fairly  asked  to 

will,  and  the  Minute  said  on  the  face  of  say. 

it  that  no  action  was  to  be  taken  for  a  Captain  SINCLAIR  said  he  was  sure 

month.      They  called  attention  to  it  m  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  representing 

the  interests  of  the   committees.     They  ^he  feelings  of  the  House  to  Lord  Balfour, 

also  called  attention  to  the  Minute  m  the  ^^^i^  not  underrate  the  strength  of  that 

interest  of  the  schools,  as  it  held  out  the  feeUng,  and,  relying  on  the  undertaking 

hope  of  sharing  in  £32  000  upon  apphca-  ^he  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  given,  he 

tion  to  the  Scottish  Education  Depart-  ^^^  j^y^  to  withdraw  his  motion, 
ment.     Although  the  applications  were 

not  to  be  sent  in  till  the  1st  October,  Motion  by  leave  withdrawn. 
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Order  for  Committee  read. 


Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Aberdeenshire, 
E.)  moved  : 

"  That  it  be  an  instruction  to  the  Committee 
that  they  have  power  to  di\dde  the  Bill  into 
two  parts,  and  to  report  to  the  House  in  the 
first  place  the  portions  dealing  with  Customs, 
stamps,  and  income-tax  ;  ana  in  the  second 
place  that  dealing  with  the  National  Debt.'* 

He  said  his  object  was  to  separate  from 
Jthe  Bill  the  part  which  dealt  with  the 
National  Debt,  and  he  claimed  sup- 
port for  his  motion  on  the  grounds  of 
precedent  and  convenience.  The  pre- 
cedence in  the  past  had  all  been  in  favour 
of  having  any  legislation  in  connection 
with  the  National  Debt  separated  from 
the  ordinary  finance  legislation  of  the  year. 
That  was  done  in  1885,  in  1886,  and  in 
1887.  When  the  present  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  diminished  the  debt 
charge  from  £28,000,000  to  £26,000,000, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  brought  in  a  Bill 
for  that  object,  and  when  he  subsequently 
reduced  it  he  brought  in  a  separate  Bill  to 
deal  with  it.  Again,  in  reference  to  the 
Finance  Bill  of  1894,  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West  Mon- 
mouthshire introduced  his  Finance  Bill, 
e  similar  instruction  was  moved  in  the 
House  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  Lopdon  University,  that 
it  should  be  divided  into  two  parts,  a 
motion  which  was  strongly  supported  by 
the  present  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
but  successfully  resisted  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  West  Monmouthshire  on  the 
ground  that  a  single  Bill  should  contain 
all  the  financial  arrangements  of  the  year. 
In  1894,  however,  the  Budget  touched 
the  National  Debt  in  a  trifling  degree, 
but  here  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
was  making  one  of  the  largest  alterations 
that  could  be  made  in  the  law,  for  he  was 
i^ucing  the  permanent  National  Debt 
charge  not  only  that  year,  but  for  the 
years  to  come.  He  thought,  therefore, 
in  view  of  the  precedents  of  the  past,  and 
in  view  of  convenience  in  the  future,  it 
would  be  very  much  better  that  part  5 
should  be  separated  from  the  rest  of  the 
Bill,  and  such  a  course  would  not  in  any 
sense  delay  the  passing  of  the  two 
measures. 

:Sf[R  J.  LENG  (Dundee)  formally 
seconded  the  instruction. 


Motion  made  and  Question  proposed — 

"That  it  be  an  instruction  to  the  Ck>m- 
mittee  that  they  have  power  to  divide  the  Bill 
into  two  parts,  and  to  report  to  the  House  in 
the  first  place  the  portions  dealing  with  Cus- 
toms, Stamps,  ana  Income-tax  ;  and,  in  the 
second  place  that  dealing  with  the  National 
Debt" — {Mr.  Buchanan.) 

The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  M.  Hicks-Beach, 
Bristol,  W.) :  The  hon.  Member  has 
based  his  instruction  on  the  grounds  of 
precedent  and  convenience,  and  I  oppose 
it  for  both  reasons.  The  precedent  is 
that  of  1894.  In  1894  the  National  Debt 
was  dealt  with  by  the  suspension  of  the 
old  and  new  sinking  funds,  and  clauses 
for  that  purpose  were  inserted  in  the 
Finance  Act  of  the  year ;  and  the  prece- 
dent then  set  has  been  acted  upon  ever 
since  in  the  annual  finance  of  the  year. 
On  the  other  hand,  the  matter  of  con- 
venience was  fully  discussed  at  that 
time,  and  although  there  was  a  dif- 
ference of  opinion  expressed  on  the 
subject,  I  thmk  no  case  has  been  row 
made  out  for  departing  from  that  {re* 
cedent.  It  is  for  the  general  con- 
venience of  the  House  that  all  the 
financial  arrangements  of  the  year  should 
be  included  in  the  one  Bill. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.) :  I  have  a  very  vivid  re- 
collection of  the  discussion  of  this 
principle  on  the  Budget  of  1894, 
when  the  right  hon.  Member  for  the 
London  University,  warmly  supported 
by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
endeavoured  to  upset  the  proposal  by 
which  all  the  financial  arrangements  of 
the  year  were  included  in  one  Bill.  I 
shall  certainly  support  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  in  retaining  the  present 
form  of  the  Bill,  for  this  reason.  I  stated 
at  that  time  that  it  was  proper  that  the 
House  of  Commons  should  have  the 
whole  finance  of  the  year  under  its 
view  and  under  its  discussion.  This 
year  there  is  a  deficit,  and  you  ought 
to  discuss  the  two  methods  of  dealing 
with  it.  It  is  perfectly  true  that  in  olden 
days  we  had  separate  Bills  for  almost 
every  Customs  duty,  and  separate  resolu- 
tions, but  the  present  arrangements  have 
been  found  much  more  convenient,  by 
which  the  whole  finance  of  the  year  can 
be  dealt  with  by  a  simple  Bill,  and  for 
that  reason  the  title  of  the  Bill  has  been 
altered  from  the  Customs  Bill  to  that  of 
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the  Finance  Bill,  which  would  not  be  | 
consistent  if  we  excluded  from  it  any  i 
matters  dealing  with  the  finance  of  the 
year.  I  hope,  therefore,  the  Chancellor 
of  the  "Exchequer  will  be  supported  by 
my  own  party  now  as  I  myself  was  sup- 
ported by  his  in  1894.  The  absence  of 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  will  re- 
lieve the  right  hon.  Gentleman  from 
the  fear  of  any  difficulty  which  might  j 
result  from  a  repetition  of  the  ora- 1 
tion  that  colleague  made  against  the  j 
present  arrangement  on  a  former  occasion. 
One  reason  for  putting  the  whole  finance 
of  the  year  into  one  Bill  is  that  the 
House  of  Commons  may  have  absolute 
control  of  that  finance.  If  we  separate 
our  finance  into  two  or  three  Bills,  one 
of  the  Bills  might  Ije  rejected  in  another 
place,  and  the  whole  of  the  financial 
arrangement  destroyed,  whereas  that 
House  could  not  reject  the  Finance  Bill 
unless  they  meant  to  leave  the  country 
without  any  pecuniary  resource.  For 
all  these  reasons  I  hope  this  House  will 
adhere  to  the  proposal  made. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWT^ES  (Lynn  Regis) 
said  it  seemed  to  him  that,  although  there 
ought  to  be  a  separate  Bill  for  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  National  Debt,  Parliamentary 
time  was  so  reduced,  owing  to  the  uncon- 
scionable holidays  Ministers  took  and 
hon.  Members  supported  them  in  taking, 
that  there  would  not  be  an  adequate 
opportunity  for  the  consideration  of  the 
Bill.  Though,  therefore,  the  instruction 
was  strictly  in  accordance  with  high  finan- 
cial principles,  he  would  suggest  that 
there  was  no  use  in  pressing  it. 

Sir  H.  H.  FOWLER  (Wolverhampton, 
East) :  I  cannot  support  the  appeal  which 
the  hon.  Member  has  made.  In  1861 
Mr.  Gladstone  put  the  whole  of  the  finan- 
cial arrangements  of  the  year  into  one 
Bill,  with  the  avowed  intention  of  pre- 
serving the  absolute  supremacy  of  this 
House  over  the  finances  of  the  vear,  and 
leaving  to  another  place,  in  dealing  with 
the  finance  resolutions,  the  power  only  to 
reject  them  altogether  or  to  accept  them 
altogether.  I  should  have  been  very 
strongly  opposed  to  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  if  he  had  introduced  a  separate 
Bill  to  deal  with  the  reduction  of  the 
debt,  and  I  hope  my  hon.  friend  behind 
me,  having  fullv  justified  his  statement 
by  the  action  which  the  Opposition  took 

VOL.  LXXI.        [Fourth  Skries.] 


in  1894  will  withdraw  the  instruction  and 
spare  the  House  the  trouble  of  a  Division. 

Motion  by  leave  withdrawn. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1  : — 

Mr.  BROADHURST  (Leicester)  moved 
to  reduce  the  duty  on  tea  from  4d.  to  2d. 
His  object  was  not  to  defeat  the  Budget 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  but 
to  take  the  opinion  of  the  House  upon  the 
justice  of  reducing  the  duty,  and  concen- 
trate the  attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man upon  the  matter,  in  order  that  in  the 
preparation  of  his  next  year's  Budget  he 
might  see  whether  he  could  not  give  the 
remission  in  the  direction  desired.  Tea 
had  undoubtedly  l)ecome  more  and  more 
an  article  of  drink  with  the  working 
people,  and  it  was  a  drink  the  adoption 
of  which  he  thought  the  House  of  Com- 
mons should  encourage  as  far  as  it  was 
possible  to  do  so.  In  the  case  of  the 
labourer,  and  particularly  the  unskilled 
labourer,  it  had  for  some  years  past  been 
taking  the  place  of  beer,  and  more  parti- 
cularly home-brewed  beer.  The  demand 
which  would  be  made  upon  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  by  this  reduction  of 
the  tea  duty  was  not  a  large  demand,  and 
it  could  easily  be  met  by  taxation  in 
other  directions.  If  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  wished  to  tax  the  drink  con- 
sumed in  this  country,  he  could  easily 
make  good  his  deficiencies  by  increased 
taxation  on  the  costly  wines.  If  he  did 
not  like  that,  he  could  turn  his  attention 
to  beer  and  spirits.  Tea  was  becoming 
a  necessity  of  life  amongst  the  poor,  and 
the  poorer  a  person  was  the  more  need 
he  had  of  this  article.  It  might  be  said 
that  tea  was  cheap.  It  was  a  great  deal 
cheaper  than  it  used  to  be  in  his  young 
days,  but  still  that  was  no  reason  why 
the  poor  should  not  have  increased  ad- 
vantages. He  thought  he  must  press  the 
matter  to  a  Division. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  1,  line  21,  to  leave  ont  the  word 
*  fonrpenoe/  and  insert  the  word  *  twopence. ' " 
—{Mr,  Broadhurst,) 

Question  proposed — 

"  That  the  word  '  fourpence '  stand  part  of 
the  clause." 
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♦Sir  M.  HICKSBEACH  :  I  do  not 
share  the  view  of  the  hon.  Member  in 
regard  to  the  tea  duty  ;  but  even  if  I  did 
I  could  not  possibly  accept  an  Amendment 
which,  if  earned,  would  reduce  the  revenue 
of  the  year  from  1 J  to  2  millions,  especi- 


ally when  it  would  be  impossible  to  make 
that  sum  up  by  other  means. 

Question  put. 

The   Committee  divided :    Ayes,  246  ; 
Noes,  125. — (Division  List,  No.  135.) 


Aclancl-HoodjCapt.  Sir  Alex.  F. 
Aird,  John 

AUsonp,  Hon.  George 
Archdale,  Edward  Mervyn 
Arnold,  Alfred 
Arnold -Forflter,  Hugh  0. 
AiTol,  Sir  William 
Ascrof  t,  Rol>ert 
Atkinson,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Bailey,  James  (Walworth) 
Baillie,  James  E.B.  (Inverness) 
Baldwin,  Alfred 
Balfour,  Rt.  Hn.A.J.(Manch'r 
Balfour,  Rtw  Hn.  G.  W. (Leeds) 
Banbury,  Frederick  George 
Barnes,  Frederic  Gorell 
Barry,RtHnAHSmith-  (Hunts 
Barry,  Sir  FrancisT.  (Windsor) 
Bartley,  George  C.  T. 
Bartoii,  Dunbar  Plunket 
Beach,Rt.  Hn.SuM.H.  (Bristol 
Beckett,  Ernest  William 
Begg,  Ferdinand  Faithfull 
Beresford,  Lord  Charles 
Bethell,  Commander 
Bhownaggree,  Sir  M.  M. 
Biddulph,  Michael 
Bill,  Charles 
Blakiston- Houston,  John 
Bolitho,  Thomas  Bedford 
Boscawen,  Arthur  Griffith- 
Bowles,  Cant.  H.F.  (Middlesex 
Bowles.T.  Gibson  (Lynn  Regis) 
Brodrick,  Rt.  Hon.  St.  Jomi 
Butcher,  John  (Tcorge 
Campbell,Rt.Hn.J.A.  (Gl'gow 
Carmichael,  Sir  T.  D.  Gibson- 
Cavendish,  R.  F.  (N.  Lanes.) 
Cayzer,  Sir  Charles  William 
Cecil,  Evelyn  (Hertford,  East) 
Cecil,  Lord*^  Hugh  (Greenwich) 
Clialoner,  Captain  R.  G.  W. 
Chaniljerlain,  Rt.  Hn.J.(Binn. 
Chamberlain,  J  Austen  ( Worc*r 
Chaplin,  Rt.  Hon.  Henry 
Charrington,  Spencer 
Chelsea,  Viscount 
Clare,  Octavius  Leigh 
Clark  e,Sir  Ed  ward(  Plymouth) 
Cochrane,  Hon.  Thos.  H.  A.E. 
Coddington,  Sir  William 
Coghill,  Douglas  Harry 
Cohen,  Benjamin  Louis 
Collings,  Rt.  Hon.  Jesse 
Colston,  Chas.  Eilw.  H.  Athole 
Compton,  Lord  Alwyne 
Cook,  Fred.  Lucas  (Lambeth) 
Cooke,C.  W.  Radcliffe(Heref  d) 
Cotton-JodrellCol.  Edw.T.D. 
Coui*tney,Rt.Hon.  Leonard  H. 
Cox, Irwm  EdwardB.  ( Harrow) 
Cranborne,  Viscount 
Cross,  Alexander  (Glasgow) 
Cross,Herb.  Shepherd  (Bolton) 
Oruddas,  William  Donald.son 


AYES. 

Cubitt,  Hon.  Henry 
Curzon,  Viscount 
Dalrymple,  Sir  Charles 
Denny,  Colonel 
Dickson-Poynder,  Sir  John  P. 
Digby,  John  K.  D.  Wingfield- 
Dixon-Hartland,  Sir  F.  Dixon 
Dorington,  Sir  John  Edward 
Doughty,  George 
Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Doxtord,  William  Theodore 
Duncombe,  Hon.  Hubert  V. 
Ellis,  John  Edward 
Evershed,  Sydney 
Fardell,  SirT.  George 
FelloweSjHon.  Ailwyn  Edward 
Field,  Admiral  (Eastbourne) 
Finch,  George  H. 
Finlay,  Sir  Robert  Bannatyne 
Fisher,  William  Hayes 
FitzGerald,SirRobert  Penrose- 
Fitz  Wygram,  General  Sir  F. 
Fletcher,  Sir  Henry 
Folkestone,  Viscount 
Forster,  Henry  William 
Foster,  Colonel  (Lancaster) 
Fry,  Lewis 

Galloway,  William  Johnson 
Garfit,  William 
Gedge,  Sydney 

Gibbs,Hn.  A.G.  H.  (CityofLond 
Gibbs,  Hn.Vicary(St.Alban's) 
Gilliat,  John  Saunders 
Godson,SirAugustusFrederick 
Goldsworthy,  Major-General 
Gordon,  Hon.  John  Edward 
Gorst,  Rt.  Hn.  Sir  John  Eldon 
Goschen,Rt.  Hn.  G.  J.  (S.G'rge's 
Goschen,  George  J.  (Sussex) 
Goulding,  Edward  Alfred 
Gretton,  John 
Gull,  Sir  Cameron 
Gunter,  Colonel 
Hall,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Charles 
Halsey,  Thomas  Frederick 
Hamilton,Rt.  Hn.Lord  George 
Hanson,  Sir  Reginald 
Hardy,  Laurence 
Haslett,  Sir  James  Homer 
Heaton,  John  Henniker 
Helder,  Augustus 
Henderson,  Alexander 
Hill,  Arthur  (Down,  West) 
Hill,Su-  EdwardStock(Bristol) 
Hoare,  Samuel  (Norwich) 
Hornby,  Sir  William  Henry 
Houldsworth,  Sir  Wm.  Henry 
Howard,  Joseph 
Howell,  William  Tudor 
Howorth,  Sir  Henry  Hoyle 
Hozier,  Hn.  James  HenryCecil 
H  utchinson,  Ca  pt.  G.  W.  Grice- 
Hutton,  John  (Yorks.  N.R.) 
Jebb,  Richard  Claverhonse 
Jeffreys,  Arthur  Frederick 


Jenkins,  Sir  John  Jones 
Johnston,  William  (Belfast) 
JoUiffe,  Hon.  H.  George 
Kenyon,  James 

Kenyon-Slaney,  Col.  William 
Keswick,  Wiluam 
Kimber,  Henry 
King,  Sir  Henry  Seymoor 
Knowles,  Lees 

Lawrence,SirE.Duming-(  Com 
Lawrence,  Wm.  F.  (Liverpool) 
Lawson,  John  Grant  (Yorks, ) 
Lecky,Rt.  Hn.  Wm.  Edward  H. 
Leighton,  Stanley 
LlewelljTi,  Evan  H.  (Somerset) 
Llewellyn,SirDillwyn-(Swaiis» 
Lockwood,  Lt.-Col.  A.  R. 
Long,  Col.  Charles  W.(  Evesham 
Long,Rt.Hn.  Walter  (L'pool) 
Lop^,  Henry  Yarde  Builer 
Lome,  Marquess  of 
Lowe,  Francis  William 
Lowther,  Rt.Hn.  James  (Kent) 
Loyd,  Archie  Kirkman 
Lubbock,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  John 
Lucas-Shadwell,  William 
Macartney,  W^.  G.  Ellison 
Macdona,  John  Cumming 
Maclver,  David  (Liverpool) 
M*Arthur,Charles(  Liverpool 
M*Iver,SirLe^'is(EdinburghW 
M^Killop,  James 
Malcolm,  Ian 
Martin,  Richard  Biddulph 
Melville,  Beresford  Valentine 
Mey8ey-Thomi>son,  Sir  H.  M. 
Miadlemore,  J.  Throgmorton 
Milner,  Sir  Frederick  Geoige 
Milton,  Viscount 
Milward,  Colonel  Victor 
Monckton,  Edward  Philip 
Monk,  Charles  James 
Montagu,  Hn.  J.Scott(Hants.) 
Moore,  William  (Antrim,  N.) 

More,Robt.Jasper(Shrop6hire) 
Morrell,  George  Herbert 
Morton,  A  rthurH.  A.  (Deptf ord 
Mount,  William  George 
Murray,RtHnAGraham  (Bute 
Murray,  Charles  J.  (Coventry) 
Murray,  Col.  Wyndham  (Batn) 
Myers,  William  Henry 
Newark,  Viscount 
Newdigate,Franci8  Alexander 
Nicol,  Donald  Ninian 
Northcote,  Hn.  Sir  H.Staffoxd 
Orr-Ewinff,  Charles  Lindsay 
Pea8e,H'rD'rtPike  (Darlington 
Pender,  Sir  James 
Percy,  Earl 

Philfpotts,  Captain  Arthur 
Pierpoint,  Robert 
Pilkington,  Richard 
Powell,  Sir  Francis  Sharpe 
Pretynian.  Ernest  George 
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Prie8Uey,SirW.  0.  ( Edinburgh) 
Qailter,  Sir  Cuthl)ert 
Rankin,  Sir  James 
Richards,  Henry  Charles 
Richardson,SirThos.(  Hartlep'l 
Ritchie,Kt.  Hn.  Chas.  Tliomson 
Robertson,  Herbert( Hackney) 
Ronnd,  James 
Rnssell,  T.  W.  (Tyrone) 
Rutherfonl,  John 
Ryder,  John  Herbert  Dudley 
Samuel,  Harry  S.  { Limehou.se) 
Sassoon,  Sir  Edwanl  Albert 
Savory,  Sir  Jospph 
Scoble,  Sir  Andrew  Richard 
Sharpe,  William  Edward  T. 
Sidebottom,T.  Harrop(Stalybr 
Sidebottom,  William(  Derby  sh. 


Allan,  William  (Gateshead) 
Allen,  Wm.  (Newc.  under  Lyme 
Allison,  Robert  Andrew 
Asher,  Alexander 
Ashton,  Thomas  Gair 
Atherley-Jones,  L. 
Austin,  Sir  John  (Yorkshire) 
Bainbridse,  Emerson 
Barlow,  John  Emmott 
Billson,  Alfred 
Blake,  Edward 
Bnumer,  Sir  John  Tomlinson 
Buchanan,  Thomas  Rybum 
Boms,  John 
Burt,  Thomas 
Caldwell,  James 
Cameron,SirCbarles(Gla8gow) 
Ganston,  Richard  Knight 
Cawley,  Frederick 
Channing,  Francis  Allston 
C]ark,Dr.G.  B.  (Caithness-sh.) 
Clough,  Walter  Owen 
CromDie,  John  William 
Curran,  Thomas  (Sligo,  S.) 
Daly,  James 

David,  M.  Vau^han  (Cardigan 
Davitt,  Michael 
Dillon,  John 
Donelan,  Captain  A. 
Doogan,  P.  C 

Douglas,  Charles  M.  (Lanark) 
Duckworth,  James 
Dunn,  Sir  William 
Evans,  Samuel  T.  (Glamorgan) 
Farqnharson,  Dr.  Robert 
Fenwick,  Charles 
Fitzmaurice,  Lord  Edmond 
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Ooddard,  Daniel  Ford 
Gold,  Charles 
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Clause  agreed  to. 
Clause  2  : — 
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Warr,  Augustus  Frederick 
Webster,  Sir  R.  E.  ( IsleofWight 
Welby,  Lieut. -Col.  A.  C.  E. 
Whiteley,  George  (Stockport) 
Whitmore,  Charles  Algernon 
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Mr.  Anstruther. 
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Price,  Robert  John 
Priestley,  Briggs  (Yorks.) 
Reid,  Sir  RolSrt  Tlireshie 
Richardson,  J.  (Durham,  S.E.) 
Rickett,  J.  Compton 
Roberts,  John  H.  (Denbighs) 
Robertson,  Edmund  (Dundee) 
Robson,  William  Snowdon 
Samuel,  J.  (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Schwann,  Charles  E. 
Scott,  Chas.  Prestwich  (Leigh) 
Shaw,  Charles  Edw.  (Stafford) 
Shaw,  Thomas  (Hawick  B.) 
Sinclair,Capt.  John(Forf arshi'e 
Smith,  Samuel  (Flint) 
Soames,  Arthur  Wellesley 
Souttar,  Robinson 
Spicer,  Albert 

Steadman,  William  Charles 
Stevenson,  Francis  S. 
Sullivan,  Donal  (Westmeath) 
Tennant,  Harold  John 
Thomas,  Abel  ( Carmarthen, E. 
Thomas,  Alfred  (Glamorgan,E. 
Trevelyan,  Charles  Phinps 
Wallace,  Robert  (Edinburgh) 
Wallace,  Robert  (Perth) 
Walton,  JohnLaw^son  (Leed8,S. 
Walton,  Joseph  (Bamsley) 
Wedderburn,  Sir  William 
Weir,  James  Galloway 
Whittaker,  Thomas  Palmer 
Williams,  John  Carvell  (Notts 
Wilson,  Frederick  W.  (Norfolk 
Wilson,  Henry  J.  (York,W.R. 
Wilson,  John  (Durham.  Mid) 
Wilson,  John  (Govan) 
Woodhou8e,SirJ.  T.  (Hudder'd 
Woods,  Samuel 
Tellers   for    the   Noes— 

Mr.    Broadhurst   and    Mr. 

Mendl. 


Sir  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Sheffield, 
Central)  moved  to  insert  the  word 
"  foreign  "  before  the  word  "  ii'ine,"  with 
the  object  of  excluding  from  the  extra 
wine  duties,  wine  produced  in  any  Brit- 


ish colony  or  possession.  Directly  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  gave  notice  in 
his  Budget  speech  of  the  increased  duty 
upon  wine,  he  (Sir  H.  Vincent)  notified 
that  he  should  move  that  the  extra  duty 
should  only  be  applied  to  foreign  wines. 
He  mentioned  the  fact  because  he  did  not 
wish  it  to  be  supposed  that  his  Amend- 
ment sprang  from  any  desire  on  the  pait 
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of  any  British  colony  or  colonial  Govern- 
ment to  interfere  in  the  slightest  degree 
with  the  fiscal  arrangements  of  this  coun- 
try, but  rather  from  a  genuine  desire  on 
behalf  of  a  great  mass  of  the  people  in 
this  country  to  give  better  trading  terms 
to  their  own  kith  and  kin  than  to  fo- 
reigners. The  whole  policy  of  Lord 
Salisbury's  administration  had  been  to  do 
everything  possible  to  encourage  and 
develop  trade  within  the  Empire.  Sev- 
eral steps  had  been  taken  in  that  direction. 
There  were  the  colonial  conferences  of 
1887  and  1897,  which  had  all  been  in 
favour  of  better  trading  relations  within 
the  Empire.  A  very  notable  statement 
was  made  by  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  on  March  the  25th,  1896,  to 
the  effect  that  if  the  people  of  this  country 
and  of  the  colonies  meant  what  they 
said  and  intended  to  approach  the  ques- 
tion of  Imperial  unity  in  a  practical 
spirit,  they  must  approach  it  from  the 
commercial  side.  And  following  on  the 
colonial  conferences  and  the  visit  of  the 
colonial  Premiers  in  1897,  the  Govern- 
ment gave  notice  almost  immediately  to  ter- 
minate the  treaties  which  prevented  the 
colonies  from  putting  lighter  duties  on 
British  than  upon  foreign  goods.  Those 
treaties  came  to  an  end  on  the  3-1  st  of 
July,  last,  and  on  that  very  day  Canada 
gave  the  United  Kingdom  the  preference 
of  25  per  cent  in  her  markets  over  the 
foreigner.  The  Agent-General  of  Tasmania 
declared  the  other  day,  in  the  presence 
of  a  Member  of  the  Government,  that  his 
colony.  New  Zealand,  and  Western  Aus- 
tralia had  Bills  absolutely  in  preparation 
in  order  to  enable  them  to  foDow  the  ex- 
ample of  Canada.  Besides  this.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  received  a 
cablegram  from  the  Prime  Ministers  of 
New  South  Wales,  Victoria,  Queens- 
land, South  Australia,  New  Zealand, 
Tasmania,  and  Western  Australia,  suggest- 
ing that  the  present  was  a  very  unfortu- 
nate time  for  this  s^jp  to  be  taken. 
He  ventured  to  point  oat  to  the  Govern- 
ment that  a  more  unfortunate  moment 
could  hardly  have  been  chosen  to  propose 
that  increase  of  duty,  and  he  ventured  to 
say,  with  all  deference  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  that  if  he  persisted  in  main- 
taining the  increased  duties  upon  wine 
imported  from  the  British  Colonies,  he 
would  do  so  against  the  special  remon- 
strances of  the  Colonial  Gbvemments  and 
of  a  score  of  members  sitting  on  that  side 
of  the  House.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman 

Sir  Howard  FinceTii. 


would  recollect  the  applause    -which    he 
gained  from  both  sides  of  the  House  when» 
in  the  course  of  his  speech    on    Budget 
night,  he  said,  in  effect,  he  thought  we  had 
in  the  past  paid  far  too  much  attention  to 
the  susceptibilities  of  foreign  nations,  and 
that  it  behoved  us  in  these  matters,  in  the 
future,   to  look  after  our  own    interests 
rather  than   the   interests   of  foreigners. 
He  invited  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
practise  what  he  preached,  and  not  to  re- 
press these  natural  sentiments  when  deal- 
ing   with    the     colonies    in    commercial 
matters.     At  the  same  time,  he  cordially 
acknowledged,  and  he  thought  it  was  only 
right  he  should  do  so  publicly,  the  great 
courtesy  the  Chancellor  of  the  Elxchequer 
had    shown,    in     receiving    the     Agents 
General  of  the  self-governing  colonies,  and 
in  expressing  his  wiUingness,  although  his 
time   was  much   occupied,  to  receive  a 
deputation  from  traders  on  the  question. 
The  only  reason  why  the  trade  did  not 
trouble  him  was  that  they  preferred  to 
leave  the    representation  of    their   case 
entirely  in  the  hands   of    the    Agents- 
General.     Before  submitting  to  the  Com- 
mittee the  colonial  aspect  of  the  question, 
he  would  venture  to  ask  leave  to  examine, 
as  briefly  as  he  possibly  could,  the  finan- 
cial aspects  of  the  question,  so  far  as  ft 
affected  this  country.     If  this  was  a  matter 
which  went  to  the  root  of  the  financial 
proposals  of  the  Government,  he  freely  ad- 
mitted the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
would  be  thoroughly  justified  in  resisting 
the  Amendment  to  the  utmost.     But  that 
was  not  the  case.     His  right  hon.  friend 
expected  the  new  wine  duties  to   yield 
£420,000.     Assuming  the  importation  of 
colonial  wine  amounted  to  715,000  gallons, 
the  extra  duty  of  6d.  a  gallon  would  yield 
£17,875,   and   the   Australian    Premiers 
were  justified  in  saying  that  that  amount 
was  beneath  serious  calculation  in  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Budget.    If  his  right  hon. 
friend  consented  to  dock  that  sum  from 
the  revenue  he  expected  to  derive  from 
the  new  duty,  he  would  still  be  left  with 
an  estimated  surplus  of  £212,000  instead 
of  £230,000,    which    would,   surely,  be 
amply  sufficient  for  his  requirements.     If 
the  revenue  lost  this  £17,875,  which  it  did 
not  want,  by  the  adoption  of  the  Amend- 
ment, British  Trade  as  a  whole  would  adn 
far  more  by  preventing  any  falline  on  in 
the  production  of  wine  in  AustraBa,  and 
its  importation  into  this  country ;  as  there 
were  people  engaged  in  the  industry — 
1 0,000  in  Victoria  alone — who,  if  they  were 
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less  employed  in  the  production  of  wine, 
would  have  less  money  with  which  to  buy 
manufactiu'es  imported  from  this  country, 
and  British  ships  engaged  in  the  carrying 
of  wine  from  Austraba  would  have  less 
to  carry,  while  fewer  oak  staves  would 
have  to  be  brought  from  England  for  the 
manufacture  of  casks.  Was  there  any- 
thing in  our  relations  with  foreign  coun- 
tries which  prevented  differentiation  in 
favour  of  the  colonies  1  On  2l8t  August, 
1894,  he  asked  his  hon.  friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Poplar,  then  Under-Secretary  for 
the  Colonies,  a  question  as  to  the  opinion 
of  the  law  officers  of  the  Grown  upon  the 
conclusion  of  preferential  trading  relations 
between  the  mother  country  ana  the  colo- 
uies,  and  his  right  hon.  friend  replied  that 
the  general  effect  of  the  stipulations  in 
regard  to  import  duties  was  that  they  did 
not  prevent  preferential  treatment  in 
favour  of  the  colonies.  That  was  at  a 
time  when  the  treaties  of  1862  with  Bel- 

g'um,  and  1865  with  Grermany,  were  in 
rce.  Now,  those  treaties  had  been  de- 
noimced  by  the  Government,  and  he  sub- 
mitted that  the  waj'^forrolieWn^ the  colonies 
of  this  import  was  made  infinitely  clearer, 
and  there  was  no  reason,  so  far  as  inter- 
national relations  are  concerned,  why  the 
colonies  should  not  be  exempted  from  in- 
creased duty.  As  to  the  colonial  point  of 
view,  when  he  asked  that  the  correspond- 
ence on  the  question  should  be  laid  on 
the  Table,  the  right  honourable  Gentle- 
man, although  he  said  it  was  not  usual, 
kindly  consented,  but  he  was  sorry  to.  say 
that  it  had  not  yet  been  placed  in  the 
hands  of  Members.  He  must,  therefore, 
trouble  the  Committee  with  a  genernl 
outline  of  the  representations  made  on 
behalf  of  the  colonies.  On  25th  April  the 
High  Commissioner  for  Canada,  the 
Agent-  General  for  the  Cape  of  Grood 
Hope,  and  the  Agents-Greneral  for  the 
Australian  Colonies  were  received  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  on  the 
following  day  they  reported  their  answer 
to  the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies.  They 
said  that,  although  not  all  directly  con- 
cerned in  the  production  of  wine,  they 
were  all  interested  in  the  development  of 
the  trade  of  the  outlying  portions  of  the 
empire  with  the  mother  country,  and  all 
regarded  with  alarm  the  proposed  increase 
in  the  wine  duty.  Although  New  South 
Wales,  Victoria,  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope,  and 
South  Australia  were  specially  concerned 
in  the  new  taxes  proposed  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,   other  colonies 


might,  sooner  or  later,  become  engaged 
in  the  wine  industry,  and,  indeed,  Canada 
already  manufactured  a  large  quantity  of 
wine,  the  trade  in  which  was  regarded  by 
the  Canadian  Gk)vernment  as  one  of  the 
possibilities    of    the    near  future.     The 
Colonies  further  submitted  that  the  wine 
industry  had  attained  its  present  position 
in  the  face  of  many  difficulties,  and  that 
its  very  existence  would  be  jeopardised 
by  the  proposed  new  duties.      The  indus- 
try laboured  under  many  disadvantages. 
In  the  first  place,  the  colonies  were  much 
farther  away  from  the  British  market, 
and  the  freightage  was  three  times  as 
high  in  consequence ;  in  the  next  place, 
oak  staves  had  to  be  imported  from  Great 
Britain,  to  be  manufactured  into  casks,  and 
large  stocks  had  to  be  maintained  there,  in 
consequence  of  the  distance  from  the  source 
of  supply.  Again,  the  long  voyage  made  it 
necessary  to  keep  the  wine  for  a  much 
longer  period  before   it  could  be  used, 
thereby  preventing  so  rapid  a  turn-over 
of  capital  as  was  possible   in  the  case 
of    foreign  wines.     The  Agents-General 
went    on    to    point    out    that    it    was 
with  the  cheaper  foreign  wines  that  the 
colonial  wines  camj  principally  into  com- 
petition.   Foreign  wines  were  known  by 
the  names  of  the  districts  in  which  they 
were  produced,  and,  although  the  price 
might  be  increased  in  consequence  of  the 
new  duty,  it  would  still  be  possible  to 
provide  some  sort  of  wine  at  the  price 
formerly  paid.     For  instance,  there  were 
qualities  of  Medoc  which  could  be  bought 
at    prices    ranging    from    12s.   to    24s., 
and  with  a  slight  variation   in  quality 
they  could  be  sold  at  the  same  price  as 
heretofore.     Colonial  wines,  on  the  other 
hand,  were  known  by  brands,  and  their 
quality  must   be    maintained,   and    the 
extra  cost  involved  in  the  duty  must  be 
added  to  the  price,  a  circumstance  which 
was  calculated  to  affect  the  trade  very 
seriously.     Indeed,  he  had  in  his  hands  a 
bill  for  wine  in  which  the  extra  duty  was 
added  to  the  invoice  price,  and  he  had  seen 
an  advertisement  issued  by  one  of  the  lead- 
ing firms  which  dealt  in  Australian  wines, 
indicating  an  increase  of  price  to  the  ex- 
tent of  6d.  per  gallon,  or  Is.  per  dozen, 
since  the  Gnancellor  of   the  Exchequer 
had  announced  his  proposals.    He  had  in- 
formation from  reliable  sources  that  the 
extra  cost  to  the  consumer  would  be  not 
less  than  28.  per  dozen.     Hon.  Members 
would  surelv  admit  that  must  seriously 
affect  trade  m  the  future. 
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Mr.  galloway  (Manchester,  S.W.) 
asked  for  further  information  as  to  the 
advertisement  referred  to. 

Sir  HOWARD  VINCENT  said  the 
advertisement  was  printed  in  the  Wine 
and  Spirit  Trade  Circular  of  April  12th, 
in  the  JFine  Trade  Review  of  April  15th, 
and  in  the  Daily  Graphic.  The  colonial 
wine  industry  had  been  in  existence  since 
before  1851.  For  a  long  time  colonial  wine 
did  not  find  the  slightest  favour  in  this 
country.  Indeed,  it  was  not  until  the 
Exhibition  of  1886  that  the  wine  began 
to  find  any  favour  at  all  here.  The  trade 
was  helped  by  the  colonial  feeling  en- 
gendered by  Lord  Salisbury's  colonial 
policy  and  the  first  colonial  conference  of 
1887.  A  right  hon.  Member  seemed  to 
doubt  that. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOURT :  My 
hon.  friend  will  excuse  me.  I  did  more 
than  that ;  in  1886  I  lowered  the  duty 
on  colonial  wine  from  2s.  6d.  to  Is. 

Sir  HOWARD  VINCENT  said  he 
confessed  that  that  good  action  on  the 
part  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
escaped  him.  He  was  sure  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  be  anxious  not  to  in- 
crease the  duty  at  the  present  time.  In 
1887  the  importation  of  colonial  wine 
amounted  to  184,000  gallons,  and  last 
year  it  rose  to  710,863  g^ons.  But 
neither  that  quantity  nor  its  total  value  of 
£115,000  compared  with  the  importation 
of  foreign  wine,  valued  last  year  at 
£6,385,000.  Indeed,  the  whole  Australian 
production  was  only  6,000,000  gallons, 
compared  with  728,000,000  ^lons  in 
France,  485,000,000  gallons  in  Italy,  and 
447,000,000  gallons  in  Spain,  ft  was 
therefore  peculiarly  unfortunate  that  just 
at  the  moment  when  colonial  wines  were 
becoming  more  popular,  and  the  vinevards 
in  Australasia  and  South  Africa  were  being 
extended,  the  trade  should  be  jeopardised 
by  this  unequal  impost — unequal  because 
it  would  press  more  hardly  upon  the 
less  known  colonial  wines,  than  upon 
celebrated  foreign  wines ;  unequal  because 
this  was  practically  the  only  oversea 
market  for  colonial  wine.  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  stated  that  he  did 
not  see  why  we  should  give  any  favour  to 
the  products  of  colonies  which  put  apro- 
tective  tariff  upon  British  goods.  ThaX 
was  a  very  narrow-minded  view,  and  one 
unworthy  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 


great  ability.  He  was  not  by  any  means 
an  advocate  of  the  extreme  protec- 
tion of  Victoria.  But  why  were  New 
South  Wales,  South  Australia,  and  the 
Cape  of  Good  Hope  and  Canada  to 
be  punished  for  the  fiscal  pc^icy  of 
Victoria  ?  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  look  at  the  returns  of  trade  with 
Australian  colonies,  he  would  find  that 
their  imports  in  the  year  1896  were 
valued  at  £63,000,000  sterling,  and  of  these 
not  less  than  £56,000,000  came  from  the 
British  Empire,  £25,000,000  being  from 
the  United  Kingdom,  and  £31,000,000 
from  British  possessions.  Was  not  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  satisfied  with  that 
proportion  of  the  total  importation  of 
goods  into  the  Australian  Colonies  coming 
under  the  British  flag  ?  The  exports  of 
Australasia  to  the  United  Kingdom  in  the 
same  year  were  £9,000,000,  to  British 
possessions  £28,000,000,  and  to  foreign 
countries  just  under  £9,000,000.  Then 
he  came  to  South  Africa.  The  imports 
into  Cape  Colony  represented  £18,000,000 
sterling,  and  of  these  no  less  than 
£13,000,000  came  from  the  United  King- 
dom, and  £1,000,000  from  British  posses- 
sions. That,  surely,  was  an  ad(&tional 
reason  why  they  should  do  all  they  possibly 
could  to  foster  colonial  industxy.  Would 
not  his  right  hon.  friend  look  at  the  sub- 
ject  as  a  whole  ?  The  right  hon.  Grentle- 
man  talked  of  "  financial  purism  gone 
mad."  Let  him  consider  if  his  proposal 
was  not  "political  economy  gone  mad." 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  feared 
that,  if  he  relieved  the  colonies  from  the 
new  duty,  France,  Spain,  and  other 
countries  would  send  their  wine  to 
Australia  or  the  Cape  to  come  here  as 
colonial  wine.  Such  a  suspicion  would 
not  bear  one  moment's  examination.  In 
the  case  of  Australia  there  would  be  a 
journey  of  some  30,000  miles,  and  how 
would  that  affect  the  Chateau  Laffitte, 
to  say  nothing  of  the  cost  ?  Then, 
as  he  had  told  the  House,  the  lowest 
import  duty  on  wine  in  Australia  was  58.  a 

fallon,  and  it  went  up  to  20s.  "  Oh ! 
ut,"  he  had  said  in  answer  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Isle 
of  Thanet,  "the  foreign  wine  may  be 
bonded  at  Melbourne  and  Sydney,  and  so 
escape  the  duty."  In  the  first  place,  there 
was  little  trans-shipment  trade  in  Aus- 
tralia, and  bonding  was  not  usual.  He 
was  sure  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  no  intention  of  imputing  to  the  Aus- 
tralian or  any  colonial  Governments  that 
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they  would  enter  into  any  conspiracy 
to  defraud  the  revenue  of  this  country. 
Yet  that  was  what  his  suspicion  amounted 
to.  Then,  if  the  worst  came  to  the 
worst,  surely  the  Custom  House  au- 
thorities in  the  United  Kingdom,  who 
received  £1,500,000  a  year  in  salaries 
and  expenses,  were  capable  of  devis- 
ing and  carrpng  out  regulations  to 
prevent  fraud.  If  they  could  not,  let 
them  appeal  to  Scotland  Yard,  who  would 
show  them  how  to  prevent  it.  Now,  he 
expected  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer would  presently  produce  a  letter 
from  a  certain  firm  of  shippers  of  Aus- 
tralian wine,  thanking  him  for  the  new 
duty.  But  on  the  14th  ultimo  that  very 
firm  had  attended  a  meeting,  at  which  the 
riffht  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
Isle  of  Thanet  was  present,  and  actually 
proposed  a  resolution  praying  the  Govern- 
ment to  refrain  from  levjdng  the  proposed 
increased  duty  upon  wine  produced  within 
the  Bridsh  Empire,  which  would,  in  their 
opinion,  be  calculated  to  do  great  injury 
to  a  growing  inter-British  industry.  On 
the  17th  April  another  meeting  had  been 
held  at  their  own  offices  of  the  represen- 
tatives of  the  Australian  wine  trade, 
when,  according  to  the  paper  he  held 
in  his  hand,  bearing  the  stamp  of  the 
firm — 

"  it  was  nnanimonsly  resolved  to  invite  the 
Agent«-Qeneral  of  the  Colonies  to  represent 
to  the  Chancellor  ot  the  Exchequer  that  the 
proposed  increase  of  duties  on  wines  would  be 
very  prejudicial  to  the  wine-growing  colonies." 

He  had  the  minutes  of  that  meeting, 
signed  by  the  general  manager  of  the 
firm,  and  they  bore  out  all  his  statements. 
He  was  at  a  loss  to  account  for  the  sudden 
voUe  face  —  he  had  almost  said  the 
treachery  to  Australia — of  this  firm.  The 
TimeSy  he  understood,  admitted  their  letter 
only  as  an  advertisement,  and  by  large 
placards  in  grocers'  windows  it  looked  as 
if  they  were  striving  to  unload  the 
stock  of  5,000  hogsheads  they  had 
in  hand,  and  which  had  probably  proved 
unsaleable.  But  the  Imperial  Government 
did  not  frame  its  Budget  to  suit  the 
pocket  for  the  moment  of  an  individual 
firm  of  wine  merchants,  whatever  adula- 
tion that  might  bring  to  the  Chan- 
cellor. The  views  of  the  Premiers  of 
Australasian  Colonies,  the  views  of  the 
responsible  Governments  of  aU  the 
colonies,  had  been  submitted  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government  through  the  official 
and  accredited  channels.     It  was  to  these 


views,  and  not  to  those  of  some  one  wine 
merchant  who  liked  to  have  the  duties 
increased  that  he  might  have  the  oppoi^ 
tunity  of  raising  the  cost  to  the  public  of 
his  wines  in  stock,  that  the  Government 
was  bound  to  give  consideration.  Since  . 
the  letter  in  question  appeared,  the 
Gk)vemment  of  South  Australia  had 
cabled  to  the  Hon.  Dr.  Cockburn,  its 
Agent-General,  as  the  result  of  a  meeting 
in  Adelaide,  "  Vinegrowers  unite  in  repre- 
senting injury  to  tiude  if  increase  of  duty 
enforced."  What  was  the  use  of  Greater 
Britain  exhibitions  if  this  was  the  way 
we  acted  in  this  country  ?  He  thanked 
the  Committee  for  its  attention.  He 
urged  hon.  members  without  reference  ta 
party  or  mere  party  politics  to  support 
this  Amendment.  He  begged  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  who  had 
up  to  the  present  shown  such  far-reaching 
Imperial  spirit,  to  use  his  influence  with 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  so  far  as 
to  induce  him  to  give  way.  He  implored 
his  right  hon.  friend  himself,  not  wanting 
the  money,  to  abstain,  for  such  a  trifle, 
from  doing  a  wrong  to  the  colonies  at 
total  variance  with  the  general  policy  of 
the  Government.  At  any  rate,  he  hoped 
to  receive  from  him  a  sympathetic  reply, 
and  that  he  would  at  least  feel  himself 
able  to  give  the  assurance  that  if,  as  fore- 
shadowed by  the  Premier  of  New  South 
Wales,  the  federal  tarifl*  of  Australasia 
differentiated  in  favour  of  British  goods, 
the  mother  country  would  not  be  back- 
ward in  differentiating  in  favour  of 
colonial  products.  This  course  would 
encourage  the  development  of  trade  in  all 
parts  of  the  British  Empire,  and  stimulate 
that  healthy  feeling  which  in  recent 
years  had  existed  between  the  mother 
land  and  her  daughter  colonies. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"In  page  2,  line  1,  after  the  word  'on/  in- 
sert the  word  *  foreign.' " — (Sir  Howard 
Vincent  J 

Question  proposed — 

"That  the  word  'foreign'  be  there  in- 
serted." 

♦Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  When  I 
found,  in  arranging  the  finances  of  the 
year,  that  I  had  to  pro\'ide  for  a  sum 
of  nearly  £900,000  by  additional  tax- 
ation, of  course  I  had  to  consider  from 
what  source  it  should  come.  I  might 
have  increased  the  income-tax  by  a  half 
penny  in   the  pound,  and  by  adding  a 
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small  amount  to  the  stamp  duties,  which 
I  now  propose,  I  might  have  made  up  the 
sum  required.     But  that  would   not  have 
been  agreeable  to  my  hon.  friend  who  has 
proposed  this  motion,  or  my  hon.   friends 
generally  on  this  side  of  the   House.     I 
thought  that  a  part,  at  any  rate,  of  the 
sum    required    ought  to    be   found    by 
indirect    taxation.       I    had    to    choose 
between    certain     articles — wine,     beer, 
tobacco,    and    spirits.       I    chose    wine. 
It  teemed  to  me  that  the  other  three 
articles  were  the  object  of  large  manu- 
facturing industries  in  this  country  and 
articles   largely  consumed  by  the  poor, 
and,  at  any  rate  with  regard  to  beer  and 
spirits,  the  raw  material  was  also  largely 
produced  in  this  country,  and  I  considered 
I  had  no  right,  if  I  could  avoid  it,  to  dis- 
turb industries  of  that  kind.     I  turned  to 
wine  because  it  is  a  luxury  which  is  pro- 
duced   abroad.      The    industry    in    this 
country  connected  with  it  is  a  distributing, 
not  a  manufacturing,  industry,  and  the  old 
duty  on  wine  was   less  in   this   country 
on  an  average,  in  proportion  to  its  value, 
than  the  duty  on  beer  and  very  much  less 
than  the  duty  on  spirits  or  tobacco ;  and, 
further,  as  I  think  everyone  knows,  our 
wine  duties  are  far  lower  than  those  of 
other  countries.     This  proposal  of  mine 
has  been  represented  as  if  it  were  a  kind 
of  wanton  attack  on  a  colonial  industry. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  out  of  the  imports  of 
wine  into  this  country  in  a  year,  some 
17,500,000   gallons    come    from    foreign 
countries,  and  only  750,000  gallons  from 
our  colonies,  and,  as  my  hon.  friend  has 
admitted,    out    of    £420,000    additional 
revenue  which  I  hope  to  raise  by  addi- 
tional taxation  on  wine,  less  than  £20,000, 
on  the  present  basis,  would  be  paid  by 
the  products  of  the  colonies.     Therefore, 
when    this  is  alluded  to,  as  it  was  the 
other  day  by  no  less  a  person  than  Lord 
Rosebery,  as  simply  laying  a  tax  on  the 
produce  of  the   Australian  vineyards   in 
order  to  raise  a  comparatively  small  sum 
of  money,  I  certainly  demur    to  such   a 
representation.  Now,  my  hon.  friend  says 
it  is  a  small  matter ;  that  if  we  accepted 
his  motion  we  should  only  lose  a  sum  of 
£17,875    a    year  —  very    little    to    this 
country,    but    very    little    also    to    the 
colonies.    It  is  not  a  financial  matter  of  any 
great  importance,  but  my  hon.  friend  has 
raised  a  principle  the  importance  of  which 
I  do  not  think  he  has  adequately  rcpre- 
sentod  to  the  Committee,  and  it   is  for 
that  reason,  and  not  on  account  of  the 
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small  sum  involved,  that  I  feel  compelled 
to  object  to  his  proposal.  Let  me  call 
the  attention  of  the  Committee  to  the 
facts  with  regard  to  our  Customs  tariff. 
Any  addition,  I  will  venture  to  say,  to 
the  duties  raised  by  Customs  in  this 
country  upon  any  article  which  produces  a 
considerable  Customs  revenue  must  affect 
colonial  interests,  and  in  most  cases  would 
affect  them  more  largely  than  the  proposed 
increase  of  the  duties  on  wine.  Take,  for 
instance,  tea.  The  great  bulk  of  the 
total  imports  of  tea  comes  from  India  and 
Ceylon.  I  do  not  propose  to  increase  the 
duties  on  tea,  but  any  increase  in  those 
duties  would  affect  our  colonies  far  more 
than  the  increase  I  now  propose.  Take 
spirits.  Of  the  amount  of  spirits  im- 
ported into  this  country  annually  our 
colonies  send  something  like  a  propor- 
tion of  43  to  55  from  foreign  countries 
— not  far  short  of  half.  I  remember  that 
five  years  ago,  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West  Mon- 
mouth was  obliged  to  increase  the  duty 
on  spirits  by  6d.  a  gallon,  the  result  was 
that  £95,000  in  the  course  of  the  year 
was  raised  from  this  colonial  product. 
Lord  Rosebery  was  the  head  of  the 
Government  at  the  time.  I  suppose  he 
was  an  Imperialist  then,  subject  to  the 
counsels  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  but 
no  one  ever  suggested  that  in  the  course 
then  taken  he  was  adopting  a  melancholy 
method  of  promoting  and  spreading  Im- 
perialism. 

Sir  WILLIAM    HARCOURT  :    No, 

Sir. 

♦Sir  M.  hicks-beach  :  No ;  yet 
what  is  the  difference  between  the  action 
then  taken  and  the  action  I  now  propose  as 
far  as  colonial  interests  are  concerned  ? 
Merely  this,  that  the  Government  of  that 
day,  in  raising  the  duty  on  spirits,  extracted 
£95,000  from  colonial  products,  while  I 
propose,  according  to  my  hon.  friend,  to 
extract  under  £18,000 — not  more  than 
one-fifth  of  the  sum  then  imposed.  And 
so,  if  I  were  to  go  on  to  other  articles 
on  which  we  levy  Customs  Duties,  such  as 
cocoa  or  coffee,  I  find  a  greater  proportion 
of  cocoa  and  coffee  imported  into  this 
country  comes  from  our  colonies  than  of 
wine.  Someone  has  mentioned  sugar. 
Well,  it  has  been  proposed  by  some  people 
that  a  Customs  Duty  should  be  imposed  on 
sugar.  Is  it  not  obvious  that  if  any  pro- 
posal  of  that  sort  were  made,  colonial 
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interests  would  be  far  more  affected  than 
by  the   addition  of  taxation  on  wine? 
The  proposal  of  my  hon.  friend,  therefore, 
is  a  very  far-reaching  proposal  indeed, 
and  probably  if  he  were  staunch  to  his 
principles,  as  I  am  sure  he  is,  he  would 
raise  it  in  reference   to  any  article  on 
which  Customs  Duties  are  levied,  or  could 
be  raised.     What  my  hon.  friend,  there- 
fore, asks  me  to  do  is  to  adopt  a  precedent 
which  would  involve  a  return  to  a  system 
of  differential  duties    in    regard  to  our 
colonies,  which  was  abolished  40  years 
ago.     He  asked  us  to  depart  from  our 
revenue  tariff,  of  which  the  most  impor- 
tant principle  is  a  system  of  equal  rates 
upon    the    same    products    from   what- 
ever country  they  may  come,   and  to 
adopt  a  differential  system  in  favour  of 
the  colonies.      Well,  that  must  carry  with 
it  very  important  changes,  and  it  would  be 
necessary  to  return  to  all  those  precautions 
a^inst  fraudulent  entries,  all  those  pro- 
visions in  regard  to  place  of  origin,  and 
all  the  trammels  on  freedom  of  movement, 
the  abolition  of  which  has  done  more  for 
the  interests  of  the  trade  and  conmierce  of 
the  country  than  the    abolition   of  the 
duties  themselves.     It  is  that  and  nothing 
else  that  my  hon.  friend  asks  us  to  do 
for  the  sake  of  this  small  sum  of  £17,000 
a  year  levied  on  imports  which  are  prac- 
tically  confined   to  the    wines    of    two 
colonies,  Victoria  and  South   Australia, 
amounting  in  value   to   no  more    than 
£112,000,  out  of  the  total  exporto  sent 
by  these    Colonies  to    this   country  of 
£7,500,000.       I  do  not  think  the  occasion 
is  quite  worthv   of  the  proposal  which 
my  hon.  friend  has  made.    But  let  me  see 
what  it  is  he  really  desires.     I  think  I 
am  not  misinterpreting  my  hon.  friend 
when  I  say  in  words  that  have  been  adopted 
by  the    Agents-General  of  the   colonies 
concerned,    that   he   desires  to  develop 
trade  between  the  outlying  portion  of 
the  Empire  and   the   Mother   Country. 
Of  coiu'se,  he  does  not  desire  that  any 
tariff  concession  should  be  made  on  one 
side    only.       That    would    not    be   the 
way    to   encourage   trade.      He  desires 
that  the  concessions  should  be  mutual, 
and    that    what   we   do   for    Australia, 
Australia  should  do  for  us.     Now  that  is 
a  very  agreeable  idea,  but  I  venture  to 
suggest  that    it    is  an   idea  extremely 
difficult  to  put  in  practice.    I  will  tell  my 
hon.  friend   why.      He  is,   I   know,   in 
favour  of  a  return  to  the  old  Customs 
tariff  of  50  or  60  years  ago,   with   its 


duties  on  I  know  not  how  many  articles. 
But  he  must  take  our  tariff  as  he  now  finds 
it,  a  revenue  tariff,  comprising  very  few 
articles  indeed,  which  is  therefore  very  far 
from  being  adapted  to  the  process  of  bar- 
gaining which  my  hon.  friend  tries  to  pro- 
mote. Of  course,  if  he  had  his  way,  it  mi^ht 
be  possible  to  reduce  the  duties  on  wine 
in  favour  of  certain  colonies.  By  the  way , 
I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Monmouth  was  mis- 
taken in  saying  that  he  reduced  the 
duties  on  colonial  wine.  What  he  did 
was  to  raise  the  alcoholic  scale  from  26  to 
30,  and,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  all  Australian 
wines  being  under  26  came  in  before  at 
the  lowest  rate  of  duty. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  I  re- 
member the  deputation  well,  and  their 
asking  me  to  put  them  under  the  Spanish 
tariff. 

♦Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  :  I  have  made 
careful  inquiries,  with  the  result  I  have 
mentioned.  M v  hon.  friend  would  bargain 
with  certain  colonies  to  reduce  the  duties 
on  their  wines  in  return  for  certain 
concessions ;  with  other  colonies  for  a  re- 
duction of  the  duty  on  spirits ;  with  others 
for  the  reduction  of  duty  on  cocoa  or 
coffee,  or  whatever  may  be  their  special 
product.  Well,  if  you  made  an  agree- 
ment on  these  points,  what  would 
happen  1  Foreign  countries  would  come 
and  say,  **  You  have  made  such  an  arrange- 
ment with  your  colonies,  will  you  make  a 
similar  arrangement  with  us  V  What 
would  my  hon.  friend  say  to  that  1  If  he 
accepted  the  proposal  he  would  at  once 
find  himself  entangled  in  the  meshes  of 
the  most-favoured-nation  clause,  and  the 
whole  of  his  plan  would  fall  through; 
while  if  he  declined  the  proposal  the  foreign 
country  would  have  a  grievance  against  tms 
country,  far  greater  in  amount  than  any 
increase  of  duty  on  equal  terms  would  be. 
Although  I  do  not  wish  to  attach  undue 
importance  to  the  anger  of  foreign  countries, 
yet  I  cannot  foi^et  that  no  less  than  two- 
thirds  of  our  trade  is  with  foreign  countries, 
and  we  should  have  to  be  verv  careful  in 
any  arrangement  to  which  we  agreed  that 
we  did  not  lose  a  great  deal  more  than  we 
could  gain.  But  assuming  that  my  hon. 
friend  means  to  enter  into  an  arrange- 
ment with  the  colonies,  and  not  with 
foreign  countries,  at  any  rate  you  must 
deal  equally  with  all  the  colonies.  Now 
the    articles    on   our    tariff   come   from 
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our  tropical  colonies,  and  when  our 
powers  of  dealing  with  them  are  exhausted, 
suppose  any  of  our  other  colonies  not  pro- 
ducing wine,  cocoa,  coffee,  or  any  other 
article  on  our  tariff  were  to  come  and 
say  "You  have  made  arrangements  with 
other  colonies  for  preferential  treatment, 
what  are  you  going  to  do  for  us  1  We 
admit  your  goods  on  as  favourable  terms 
as  they  do ;  you  must  give  us  some  differ- 
ential treatment  which  would  favour  our 
goods  on  your  market."  Is  my  hon. 
friend  prepared,  or  is  the  Com- 
mittee prepared,  to  impose  a  differential 
duty — which  will  have  to  be  of  a  sub- 
stantial amount  to  be  of  any  use — on 
com  and  timber  from  foreign  countries 
in  favour  of  com  or  timber  from 
Canada  9  I  am  afraid  I  am  detaining  the 
Committee  at  some  length,  but  I  felt  it 
was  only  right  to  put  before  them,  as 
shortly  as  possible,  the  difficulties  and 
dangers  which  I  see  in  the  policy  to 
which  we  are  asked  to  commit  ourselves. 
But  I  admit  that  there  is  something  to 
be  said  on  the  other  side,  and  that  this 
question  cannot  be  treated  solely  as  a 
fiscal  question.  It  is  not  merely  a  matter 
of  pounds,  shillings  and  pence.  There 
is  nothing  more  remarkable  in  recent 
years  than  the  growth  in  this  country 
and  in  the  colonies  of  the  Imperial 
sentiment — the  desire  in  every  way 
possible  to  promote  more  and  more 
Imperial  unity ;  and  it  may  be  that  as 
this  sentiment  grows  means  may  be 
reached  for  overcoming  obstacles  and  re- 
moving difficulties  which  to  my  mind  are 
crave  indeed.  In  this  connection  my  hon. 
mend  has  alluded  to  a  telegram  from  Mr. 
6.  Eeid,  who  occupies  a  very  high  and 
important  position  in  Australia.  Mr. 
Reid  telegraphs  :  —  "  Colonial  Premiers 
are  favourably  disposed  towards  in  future 
making  differences  in  favour  of  British 

foods,  and  this  disposition  will,  it  is 
oped,  bear  practical  proof  under  federsr 
tion."  Well,  I  hope  federation  is  rapidly 
approaching  in  Australia.  I  am  quite 
sure  that,  whatever  Government  maybe  in 
office  in  this  country,  if,  after  federation, 
the  Australian  Federal  Government  ap- 
proached this  country  with  suggestions 
by  which  greater  freedom  of  trade  can 
be  mutually  promoted  between  this 
country  and  Australia,  that  suggestion 
would  meet  with  the  most  careful  examina- 
tion and  sympathetic  consideration.  But 
we  have  nothing  of  the  kind  at  the 
present    moment.      If    my   hon.    friend 
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derives  any  hope  from  the  telegram,  it  is 
a  hope  relating  to  the  future.  At  the 
present  time  we  have  to  deal  with  the 
fact  that  this  request  my  hon.  friend  has 
placed  before  the  Committee  is  prac- 
tically a  request  from  two  colonies, 
Victoria  and  South  Australia ;  and  these 
colonies  are  not  prepared  in  any  way,  so 
far  as  I  know,  to  make  any  mutual 
arrangement  of  the  kind  which  my  hon. 
friend  desires.  These  two  colonies  at 
the  present  moment  are  thoroughly  pro- 
tectionist in  their  tariffs  against  onr 
manufactures  and  the  manu&ctures  of 
other  countries ;  and  I  do  riot  understand, 
I  confess,  the  policy  of  my  hon.  friend 
for  desiring  to  give  to  these  two  colonies 
what  at  any  rate  they  appear  to  feel 
would  be  a  matter  of  great  importance  to 
them — namely,  a  preferential  treatment 
in  our  market  in  return  for  nothing 
whatever  on  their  side.  That  is  the 
proposal.  Now,  whatever  the  force 
of  sentiment  in  this  matter,  and  I  admit 
the  force  is  very  great  indeed,  surely  the 
sentiment  mi^ht  be  tempered  with  a 
little  business-like  consideration;  and  I 
think  if  my  hon.  friend  would  devote  his 
attention  to  the  subject  from  that  point 
of  view,  he  would  see  that  in  the  interest 
of  the  policy  he  had  suggested  we  should 
not  give  away  all  we  hS^  to  offer  without 
getting  something  in  return.  What  are 
the  facts  with  regard  to  these  two 
colonies  ?  My  hon.  friend  said  that  the 
wine  industry  in  Victoria  and  South 
Australia  was  handicapped  by  the  neces- 
sity of  having  to  import  casks  or  oak 
staves  from  this  country.  Now,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  both  colonies  impose  heavy 
import  duties  on  empty  casks,  and  one 
imposes  a  heavy  dut^  on  oak  staves. 
These  colonies  complain  of  an  additional 
6d.  per  gallon  duty  on  wines,  while  they 
impose  a  duty  of  from  lOd.  to  Is.  2d.  per 
gallon  on  English  beer,  which  is  prac- 
tically more  tnan  its  value — more  than 
100  per  cent.  Then,  if  I  turn  to  cloth- 
ing, furniture,  woollen  ^s,  soap,  sad- 
dlery, and  the  most  important  kinds 
of  machinery,  and  blacksmiths'  and 
other  tools  —  which,  I  believe,  are 
made  in  Sheffield — I  find  an  ad  valorem 
duty  ranging  up  to  25,  or  even  35  per 
cent,  imposed  on  the  goods  I  have  men- 
tioned. Well,  I  do  not  think  the  proposal 
of  my  hon.  friend,  even  from  his  point  of 
view,  is  quite  reasonable  at  the  present 
time.  But  there  is  another  argument. 
It  is  said  by  the  Agents-General,  and  my 
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hon.  friend  has  repeated  the  statement  to- 
night, that  the  very  existence  of  these 
industries  in  these  colonies  is  jeopardised 
by  the  additional  6d.  per  gallon  which  we 
propose  to  impose  on  wines.   And  my  hon. 
friend  has  stated  to  the  Committee  certain 
reasons,    in  his  opinion,  and  in  that  of 
the  Agents-General,  why  that  will  have 
this  effect.    First  of  all  there  is  the  argu- 
ment of  distance.     The  freight  is  more, 
larger  stocks  of  wine  have  to  be  kept^  and 
they  have  to  be  kept  for  a  longer  time,  so 
that  capital  is  turned  over  less  quickly. 
Then  the  wines  of  Australia  are  wines  that 
are  known  by  certain  brands ;  they  have 
to  reach  that  standard,  and  they  cannot 
be  manipulated  in  the  manner  in  which 
French  or  Oerman  wines  are  manipulated 
in  order  to  meet  any  increase  of  duty. 
That   is  the   argument.      But    it    is    a 
fact  that  there  are  no  vinta^  wines  sold 
in  this  country  from  Austraha ;  and  as  one 
vintage  must  certainly  differ  from  another 
in  quantity  and  quality,  there  must  be  a 
blending  of  Australian  wines  in  order  to 
keep  them  up  to  their  proper  standard. 
Therefore,  although  I  do  not  profess  to 
understand  the  secrets  of  the  trade,  I  do 
not  see  why  there  should  not  be  the  same 
opportunity  for    making    up    Australian 
wines  to  meet  an  increased  dut^  as  there 
is  with  French  and  Oerman  wines.     But 
whatever  the  force  of  this  argument  ma^  be, 
what  I  would  place  before  the  Committee 
is  this — that  in  spite  of  these  disabilities 
the  industry  has  grown  and  flourished,  and 
reached  its  present  dimensions  under  a 
system  of  equal  duties.     My  hon.  friend 
made  use  of  a  letter  from  a  firm  to  which 
he  alluded.     Well,  I  have  made  inquiries 
on  the  point,  and  I  find  that  Messrs. 
Boui]Zoyne,   who  wrote  this   letter,   are 
justinea  in    the  statement  which    they 
made    that    they    originally    introduced 
Australian  wines  to  the  British  public,  and 
have  annually,  during  28  years,  paid  more 
duty  on  such  wines  than  all  the  rest  of 
the  trade  put    together.      They  are,   I 
helieve,  importers  both  from  Victoria  and 
South    Australia,    and    are    themselves 
owners  of  vineyards  in  Victoria.     They 
say  that  *'  the  thanks  of  the  vine-growing 
interests  are,  in  their  opinion,  due  to  me 
for  not  conceding  preierential  duties  to 
Australian  wines.      They  say  that  "  such 
preference    would   have   rmned    the  in- 
dustry," and  that  my  "decision  saved  it" 
They  say  that  *<  the  industry  requires  no 
nursing,  that  there  is  a  force  behind  it 
which  18  fast  raising  it  to  the  level  of  the 


foremost  wine  countries  in  the  worlds 
that  the  competition  they  supply  is  invigo- 
rating and  helpful.  We  do  not  think  tne 
tax  will  limit  the  consumption  of  Australian 
wines,  but,  on  the  contrary,  judging  by 
our  own  business,  it  appears  to  have  given 
the  trade  an  extraordinary  impetus,  in 
spite  of  the  natural  disturbance  which  a 
change  of  prices  brings  about.  There  has 
been  no  covering  up  the  extra  tax.^'  My 
hon.  friend  made  a  great  deal  of  the  fact 
that  in  reeard  to  the  Australian  winea 
notice  has  been  given  by  the  merchants 
who  deal  in  them  of  an  increase  in  the 
price  due  to  the  increase  in  the  duty. 

Mr.  JAMES  LOWTHER  (Kent,  Tha- 
net)  :  An  increase  of  double  the  amount 
of  duty. 

♦Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  :  Yes,  that  is 
a  very  common  practice,  but  I  did  not 
think  my  right  hon.  friend  was  so  guile- 
less as  not  to  see  what  action  of  that  sort 
on  the  part  of  the  wine  merchants  may 
mean. 

Sir  HOWARD  VINCENT :  May  I 
hand  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  papers 
which  bear  the  signature  of  the  firm  of 
which  he  has  given  the  name,  showing 
exactly  the  contrary  1  Here  is  a  resolu- 
tion proposed  by  the  general  manager  of 
the  firm  at  a  meeting  of  the  representa- 
tives of  the  Australian  wine  trade  : 

"  It  was  unanimoiiBly  resolyed  to  invite  the 
Agents-General  of  the  Colonies  to  represent  to 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  that  the 
proposed  increase  of  duties  on  wines  would  be 
very  prejudicial  to  the  wine-growing  Colonies.'* 

♦Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  :  I  do  not 
doubt  it  in  the  least.  These  gentlemen 
were  naturaUy  banded  together  for  a  cer- 
tain time,  as  long  as  they  thought  that 
their  common  action  might  induce  me  to 
adopt  the  proposal  of  the  Asents-General; 
but  as  soon  as  they  found  that  I  was  not 
prepared  to  adopt  that  resolution,  then 
their  o{nnion  changed  as  I  have  stated. 
But  my  main  point  is  this :  the  proposal 
of  my  non.  friend  is  a  most  important  and 
a  fiir-reaching  one.  It  is  not  a  mere 
matter  of  sentiment,  or  a  mere  matter  of 
J&l  7,000  a  year.  It  goes  very  far  bevond 
that.  It  is  a  propcMal  that  can  only  be 
accepted  by  this  country  after  grave  con- 
sideration and  examination  of  all  that  it 
might  lead  to.  We  are  asked  to  accept 
it^  not  as  an  arrangement  of  a  mutual 
character  between  any  colony  or  colonies 
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And  ourselves,  although  that  is  the  essence 
of  the  policy  of  my  hon.  friend :  we  are 
Asked  to  give  it  in  return  for  nothing,  to 
two  iprotectionist  colonies  which  impose 
very  high  duties  on  the  goods  of  the 
mother  country.  I  say  that  in  such  a 
'Case  as  this,  to  my  mind  it  would  be 
•utterly  unreasonable  that  we  who  bear 
the  burdens  of  Empire  should  surrender 
our  fiscal  freedom  in  the  way  my  hon. 
friend  proposes.  I  hope  he  will  not  press 
this  motion  to  a  Division.  I  believe  it  would 
do  more  harm  than  good  ;  but  if  he  does 
press  it  to  a  Division,  I  would  ask  the 
Committee  to  decide  against  him. 

Sir  H.  H.  FOWLER :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer told  us  very  frankly,  that  when  he  was 
face  to  face  with  his  deficit  of  £900,000, 
he  had  turned  his  attention  to  different 
branches  of  indirect  taxation.  But  he  for- 
got to  tell  the  Committee  this  deficit  had 
been  created  entirely  by  himself,  by  taking 
off  last  year  a  very  large  sum  of  indirect 
taxation,  which  has  benefited  nobody  ex- 
cept a  few  happy  manufacturers  of  the 
article,  and  still  happier  retailers,  who 
have  put  into  their  own  pockets  what  I 
may  call  this  differential  duty  to  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  objected  to  in 
the  case  of  pure  wines.  I  regret  that  the 
question  of  throwing  away  this  million 
and  a  half  last  year  could  not  be  raised  on 
the  last  Amendment,  for  that  is  really  the 
-source  of  the  difficulty  with  which  we  are 
confronted  to-day.  I  also  agree  with  my 
bon.  friend  opposite  that  this  is  a  very 
unfortunate  time  at  which  to  impose 
additional  duties  on  wines,  not  only  as 
regards  the  colonies,  but  as  regards 
foreign  nations.  However,  the  proposal 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield  is  pure 
and  simple  protection.  You  mav  call  it 
<iifferential  dutv ;  you  may  call  it  the 
establishment  of  a  better  feeling  between 
ourselves  and  the  colonies ;  but  the  pro- 
3)osal  really  is  that  a  tax  is  to  be  put  on 
the  English  consumer,  who  would  pay  the 
whole  of  the  duty,  no  matter  whether 
the  wine  comes  from  Australia  or  Canada, 
the  Cape,  or  from  France.  The  proposal 
is  simply  this,  that  so  much  of  that 
tax  as  is  paid  on  foreign  wines  will 
not  go  into  the  pocket  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  but  go  at  a  bound 
into  the  pockets  of  the  wine  producers  in 
the  colonies.  I  challenge  a  contradiction 
of  that  as  a  proper  statement  of  the  case. 
The   colonial  merchant,  if  he  had  got  a 
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large  stock  of  wine  on  which  he  had  paid 
the  lowest  duties,  would  raise  a  very  large 
profit,  for  the  consimier  would  have  to 
pay  the  full  duty,  and  the  difference 
would  go  into  the  pockets  of  these  gentle- 
men, who  would  be  rightly  thankful  to 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  for  the 
same.  The  colonial  producer  would  raise 
his  price  to  what  would  be  a  sufficient 
difference  between  himself  and  the  pro- 
ducer in  foreign  countries  to  give  him 
practically  a  command  of  the  market, 
and  he  would  put  the  difference  which 
would  be  paid  by  the  English  consumer 
into  his  pocket.  I  will  not  go  over  the 
admirable  arguments  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  against  differential 
duties,  although  I  think,  to  some  extent, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  admitted 
the  principle  that  these  preferential  duties 
may  be  bargained  for  in  some  shape  or 
form.  Whether  it  may  be  called  free 
trade  purism  or  free  trade  pedantry,  it  is 
the  doctrine  of  free  traders  to  which  we  on 
this  side  certainly  adhere,  that  all  these 
bargainings  are  to  the  disadvantage  of  the 
consmner,  that  they  hamper  trade,  and  that 
they  benefit  no  one  except  a  few  fortunate 
individuals  who  put  the  money  in  their 
own  pockets.  I  would  ask  the  hon. 
Gentleman  where  he  proposed  to  stop. 
Will  he  stop  with  wine,  or  is  he  going 
on  to  spirits  and  other  commodities 
which  the  colonies  produce  ?  And  is  he 
going  to  confine  his  favoiu's  simply  to  the 
colonies?  We  have  many  questions 
raised  nowadays  as  to  the  financial 
relations  of  the  different  parts  of  the 
United  Kingdom.  Why  do  not  the 
producers  of  spirits  in  Ireland  or  Scotland 
claim  some  advantage  over  spirits  pro- 
duced in  foreign  countries  which  come 
into  this  country  ?  The  whole  system  of 
differential  duties  was  abandoned  forty 
years  ago,  under  the  circumstances 
mentioned  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  especially  with  relation  to 
sugar,  and  its  importation  from  our  own 
colonies.  The  whole  thing  went  when 
Free  Trade  was  established,  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sheffield  has  given  no  sround 
whatever  why  he  should  impose  this  tax 
upon  ourselves  for  the  benefit  of  the 
producers  of  the  colonies.  I  agree  with 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that  this 
would  be  an  injiu'y  to  the  colonies  and 
colonial  trade  instead  of  a  benefit.  The 
injury  is  not  in  the  impositioh  of  the 
duty,  but  in  the  diminished  tiade  it 
would  create.  A  less  quantity  of  wine  would 
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come  from  the  colonies  on  account  of 
the  increase  in  price,  and  also  from  France 
for  the  same  reason,  and  a  great  deal  of 
the  beneficial  legislation  which  was  inaugu- 
rated thirty  years  ago  would  be  seriously 
hampered  if  the  proposal  were  adopted. 
I  would  put  it  to  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  whether  it  is  not  possible  to 
meet  the  colonial  case,  and  also  the  case 
of  those  at  home  to  whom  wine  is  not  a 
luxury,  namely,  the  lower  middle  classes, 
who  are  the  consumers  in  this  country  of 
cheap  light  wines.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  told  us  that  the  bu&  of  the 
wines  that  came  from  Australia  were 
under  26  degrees  alcohol  strength.  If  he 
would  take  out  the  first  item  from  the 
Schedule,  and  confine  his  increases  to  the 
wines  above  26  degrees,  he  would  so  alter 
his  alcoholic  scale  as  to  allow  cheap  French 
and  colonial  wines  to  come  in  at  the  same 
rate  together,  and  I  do  not  think  that  the 
loss  to  him  would  be  more  than  £100,000. 
In  this  way  the  difficulty  would  be  solved. 
That  question,  I  believe,  will  come  on 
later  upon  an  Amendment  by  one  of  my 
hon.  Mends  behind  me,  and  to  that 
Amendment  I  shaU  give  my  support.  But, 
on  the  grounds  stated  by  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  I,  and  I  hope  every 
gentleman  on  this  side  of  the  House,  will 
support  the  Oovemment  in  its  resistance 
to  the  retrograde  policy  which  is  involved 
in  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member. 

Mr.  JAMES  LOWTHER  said  he  was 
not  going  to  be  tempted  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  who  had  sought  to  drag  the 
red  herring  of  Protection  across  their  path. 
This  question  had  nothing  to  do  with 
Protection  ;  it  was  simply  a  proposal  to 
afiford  to  our  fellow-subjects  in  other  parts 
of  the  empire  a  reasonable  preference  in 
our  trade.  He  was  much  disappointed  at 
the  tone  of  his  right  hon.  friend  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  At  this 
moment  overtures  were  being  made  to  lu 
by  our  most  influential  colonies.  Canada 
had  accorded  to  Great  Britain  a  distinct 
preference  in  her  tariff,  and  the  Prime 
Minister  of  one  of  our  Australian  colonies, 
New  South  Wales,  which  had  never  hither- 
to been  identified  with  Protection,  had 
indicated  that  he  and  his  brother  Austra- 
lasian Premiers  were  anxious  to  recipro- 
cate with  us  on  the  question  of  preferential 
trading.  Yet,  this  was  the  moment  when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  dwelt  upon 
every  conceivable  difficulty  which  could 
be  raised  against  this  principle.   The  right 


hon.  Gentleman  answered  himself,  because 
in  his  speech  a  few  nights  ago  he  had 
pointed  out  that  the  foreign  countries 
whom  he  feared  would  enter  upon  repri- 
sals had  already  taxed  our  goods  as  much 
as  they  possibly  could,  or,  at  all  events,, 
had  consulted  their  own  interests  and  not 
ours.  How  could  the  right  hon  Gentle- 
man reconcile  his  sentiments  with  those  of 
some  of  his  colleagues  ?  Lord  Salisbury  had 
said  it  was  to  the  trade  which  was  carried 
on  between  the  empire  and  this  country 
that  we  should  have  to  look  for  the  vital 
forces  in  the  futiu^  in  the  commerce  of 
this  country.  The  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies  said  experience  taught  them  to 
draw  closer  to  the  colonies.  If  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  not  quite 
closed  the  door,  he  certainly  had  not  doner 
anything  to  open  it  to  a  closer  union  be- 
tween the  several  branches  of  the  empire. 
He  was  greatly  disappointed  at  the  retro- 
grade action  of  his  right  hon.  friend, 
coming  as  it  did  upon  the  far  more  en- 
lightened utterances  of  Lord  Salisbury 
and  the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies.  The 
want  of  sympathy  of  his  right  hon.  friend 
towards  this  question  of  inter-British  trade 
was  lamentable.  Here  was  an  opportu- 
nity for  the  Government  to  perform  a 
graceful  act  which  would  have  been  much 
appreciated  by  our  colonies,  and  which 
would  have  cost  a  mere  bagatelle,  but  hia 
right  hon.  friend  had  discarded  that  oppor- 
tunity, and  had  taken  refuge  in  the  miser- 
able platitudes  of  the  Cobden  Club. 

Mr.  LAMBERT  (Devon,  South  Mol- 
ten) wished  to  explain  his  position  with 
regard  to  this  matter  by  drawing  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that,  in  a  perioa  of  un- 
exampled prosperity,  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  was  reduced  to  the  miser- 
able expedient  of  placing  a  tax  upon  cheap 
colonial  wines.  It  was  regrettable  that 
this  proposal  should  come  from  a  Unionist 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  because  the 
Unionist  party  had  said  so  much  about 
developing  the  resources  of  our  Empire 
and  bringing  the  colonies  and  the  mother 
country  together.  He  quite  agreed  with 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and 
his  right  hon.  friend  below  him  that 
preferential  duties  as  between  the  colo- 
nies and  the  mother  country  would  cause 
bickerings  and  ill-feeling  between  the  dif- 
ferent colonies.  Having  gone  to  the 
country  clothed  almost  in  the  Union  Jack, ' 
the  Government  now  proposed  to  put  a 
tax  on  the  colonies  which  was  resented 
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by  the  whole  of  the  Australian  colonies, 
which  had  sent  letters  to  the  right  hon. 
Grentleman  asking  him  to  exclude  these 
wines  from  this  duty.  The  proposal  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  could  be  car- 
ried out  in  a  different  way.  Nearly  all 
the  colonial  wines  came  into  this  country 
under  20  degrees  of  proof  spirit,  and  if 
the  duty  was  allowed  to  remain  as  at 
present  on  wine  under  30  degrees  of 
proof  spirit,  that  would  practically  cover 
the  colonial  grievance.  He  deeply  re- 
gretted that  a  Unionist  Government 
should  have  so  irritated  colonial  feeling 
at  this  critical  period  in  the  history  oi 
our  colonies. 

Mr.  galloway  said  he  wholly  ob- 
jected to  this  tax,  and  though  he  was  in 
hearty  sympathy  with  his  hon.  friend  he 
could  not  vote  for  this  motion,  because  it 
did  not  express  the  principles  which  his 
hon.  friend  had  laid  down.  As  he  was 
not  prepared  to  vote  against  it  he  was  in 
a  dilemma,  and  therefore  he  did  not  pro- 
pose to  vote  at  all.  Having,  however, 
just  returned  from  the  colonies,  he  was 
in  a  position  to  say  how  much  the 
action  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer would  be  misinterpreted,  not  only 
by  the  whole  of  the  wine  trade,  but  the 
colonies  at  large.  He  recognised  the  diffi- 
culties of  the  fiscal  policy,  but  did  not 
sympathise  with  the  protectionist  view 
which  ran  through  the  debate.  Although 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  intimated  his  in- 
tention to  stand  to  his  resolution  to  in- 
crease the  \vine  duties,  he  hoped  that 
before  the  debate  terminated  some 
arrangement  would  be  come  to  by  which 
these  particular  wines  might  be  exempted 
from  extra  taxation.  But  whether  that 
took  place  or  not,  in  his  opinion  a  more 
unfortunate  time  could  not  have  been 
chosen  at  which  to  put  the  proposal 
forward.  Even  if  at  the  eleventh 
hour  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
withdraw  the  proposal,  he  would  call 
forth  an  expression  of  gratitude  from  the 
colonies. 

Colonel  PILKINGTON  (Lancashire, 
Newton)  had  no  doubt  that   advantage 


ought  to  be  taken  of  every  possibility  to 
improve  our  tr^de  relations  with  the 
colonies.  He  was  pleased  to  think  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  admitted  that  there 
was  some  weakness  in  the  position  which  he 
had  taken  up.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  he  did  not  think  the  time  was  con- 
venient to  accede  to  the  request  in  the 
matter  of  the  wine  duties,  but  that  he 
looked  with  favour  upon  the  suggestion. 
He  thought  that  this  was  an  opportunity 
when  we  might  do  something  to  help, 
please  and  conciliate  the  colonies  in  a 
small  matter,  and  at  the  same  time  of 
enlarge  the  trade  of  the  empire.  He 
did  not  think  there  need  be  any  fear  with 
regard  to  what  foreign  nations  might  do 
in  the  matter,  inasmuch  as  we  were  the 
largest  customers  that  they  had,  and 
everybody  might  be  quite  sure  that  they 
would  not  quarrel  over  tariff.  He  there- 
fore did  not  see  the  danger  to  which  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  alluded, 
whilst  if  this  proposal  were  persisted  in 
it  would  be  a  matter  of  great  irritation  to 
the  colonies.  He  had  great  pleasure  in 
supporting  the  Amendment. 

Colonel  WELBY  (Taunton)  regret- 
ted that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  not  seen  his  way  to  accept  the 
Amendment,  because  in  his  opinion, 
in  addition  to  affecting  the  flow  of  trade 
and  the  interest  of  the  consumers,  these 
duties  had  a  tendency  to  strain  the  rela- 
tions existing  between  the  mother  country 
and  the  colonies.  We  ought  in  a  question 
of  this  kind  to  lay  aside  the  hard  view  of 
I'political  economy,  and  try  to  see  whether 
'sentiment  between  the  mother  country 
and  her  daughters,  the  colonies,  should 
not  exercise  some  influence  in  drawing 
closer  the  bond  of  relationship.  He 
was  one  of  those  who  hoped  the 
time  would  come  when  there  would  be 
Free  Trade  between  all  parts  of  the  empire, 
but  he  was  afraid  that  that  time  was 
still  very  far  off. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes,   37; 
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Mr.  COURTNEY  (Cornwall,  Bodmin) 
said  the  object  of  the  Amendment  he  now 
rose  to  move  was  to  secure  that  the  duty 
should  be  the  same  on  the  same  wines 
whether  imported  in  cask  or  in  bottle. 
That  had,  for  a  long  time,  been  the  prin- 
ciple of  their  wine  duties.  Indeed,  he 
thought  he  might  say  that  the  principle 
of  taxing  the  same  wine  at  the  same  rate 
of  duty  was  always  the  idea  aimed  at  by 
successive  Chancellors  of  the  Exchequer. 
It  had  been  realised  for  a  long  time  past 
that,  in  whatever  form  the  wine  was  im- 
ported, the  duty  should  be  calculated  at  the 
same  rate.  In  suggesting  that  the  same 
rate  should  be  maintained  and  continued, 
whether  the  wine  was  imported  in  cask 
or  in  bottle,  he  knew  he  lost  the  support 
of  the  members  of  the  wine  trade  itself. 
They  were  friendly  to  an  increase  of  duty 
on  wine  imported  in  bottle,  and  the  reason 
was  not  far  to  seek.  If  they  put  a 
different  rate  of  duty  on  wine  in  bottle 
from  that  on  wine  in  cask,  the  wine  being 
absolutely  the  same,  they  made  the 
importation  of  the  wine  in  cask  put  on 
the  market  in  this  country  cheaper,  and 
the  work  of  bottling  was  transferred  from 
the  foreign  country  to  this.  The  members 
of  the  wine  trade  had  intimated  to  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that  they 
were  not  opposed  in  principle  to  differentia- 
tion of  duties  on  wine  in  bottles  and  wine 
in  casks,  but  they  considered  the  proposed 
increase  too  high.  He  confessed  he 
thought  the  fact  that  they  were  friendly 
to  the  change  was  something  which  ought 
to  put  all  persons  not  interested  in  the 
trade  in  opposition  to  it,  because  they 
must  conceive  that  the  proposal  was 
favourable  to  them  as  a  class,  and 
for  the  same  reason  it  must  be 
injurious  to  the  consumers  as  a  whole.  It 
was  to  the  interest  of  the  consumers  that 
the  trade  should  be  perfectly  free  and 
unaffected  by  the  imposition  of  any  fiscal 
duties.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  expressed  the  opinion  that  upon  this 
change  he  anticipated  that  a  good  deal  of 
wine  which  had  hitherto  been  brought  in 
bottles  would,  in  future,  be  brought  in 
casks,  and  that  there  would  be  no  cheap 
wine  in  bottles.  If  that  view  were  sound, 
he  appealed  to  those  interested  in  the 
freedom  of  trade,  and  who  take  it  that 
the  theory  of  our  fiscal  system  was  not  to 
interfere  with  the  natural  course  of  trade, 
to  support  him.  The  interest  of  the  con- 
sumer was  the  first  and  last  thing  to  be 
regarded  in  this  matter,  and  they  ought, 


therefore,  to  secure  that  the  same  rate  of 
duty  should  be  paid  on  wine  brought  to  this 
country,  whether  it  came  in  one  way  or 
another.  He  was  surprised  to  see  how  the 
system  in  force  had   stimulated  a  small 
trade  between  the  consumers    and     the 
merchants.     He  pointed  to  the  fact  th^t 
under  the  freedom  of  trade  which    had 
hitherto  existed  the  wine  merchant    on. 
the  Continent  had  traded  directly  with 
the  consumer  here  without  the  interven- 
tion of  a  middleman,  and  an  international 
intercourse    had    thus    been     developed 
which  they  ought  to  jealously  safeguard.  It 
might  be  suggested  that  after  the  Bill  is 
passed,  and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer carried  out  his  proposed  change,  the 
consumers  might  still  trade  direct,  and  im- 
port in  cask  and  bottle  for  themselves. 
That  would  not  be  so,  and  a  large  number 
of  small  consumers  who  now  obtained  the 
small  quantities  of-  wine  they  required  for 
domestic  consumption   direct    from    the 
merchant  abroad  woidd  entirely  discon- 
tinue the  importation  to  which  they  had 
been    accustomed,    or    such  importation 
would    be  greatly  reduced,  and  private 
consumers  would  be  deterred  from  doing 
so.     What  was  the  reason  for  making  the 
change  ?     If  the  wine  was  different   he 
could    conceive    some    argument   in    its 
favour.     Different  wines  paid  a  different 
duty,   but  the  same    wine    should    pay 
the  same  duty,  however  it  was  imported. 
The  only  possible  reason  was  to  be  found 
in  the  statement  that  bottled  wines  were 
dearer  than  higher  class  wines,  and  that, 
therefore,  the  higher  rate  of  duty  pro- 
duced an  ad  valorem  duty.     That  state- 
ment was  not  true,   because  the    wine 
which   was  imported  in  bottle  was  the 
wine  which  would  not  bear  the  cost  of 
being  imported  in  cask  and  afterwards 
bottled  in  this  country.     It  was  the  wine 
which   was    cheap    in  price    and  which 
was  capable  of  being  imported  in  casks. 
The  wines  of  the  Rhine  and  Moselle  were 
cheap,    nutritious,    and    highly    recom- 
mended by  the  faculty  as   of    delicate 
bouquet  and  flavour ;  but  thev  were  just 
the  class  of  wines  which  would  lose  their 
special  quality  if  they  were  imported  in 
wood,  and  it  were  then  attempted  to  bottle 
them  here.     In  the  interest  of  health,  as 
well  as  of  commerce,  he  should  strongly 
deprecate  the  establishment,  for  the  first 
time  in  a  great  number  of  years,  of  a 
principle  that  they  should  pav  a  higher 
rate  of  duty  on  wine  brought  here  in 
bottles  than  on   wines  brought  here  in 
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casks,  only  for  the  interests  of  the  bottlers 
here.  In  no  other  interest  could  it  be 
alleged  that  this  duty  should  be  estab- 
lished. What  he  had  said  applied  not 
only  to  the  wines  brought  into  this 
country  from  Germany  and  France,  but 
to  Italian  wines,  which  were  imported 
direct  in  bottles,  and  which  were  of  good 
quality,  cheap,  nutritious,  and  whole- 
some. He  failed  to  see  any  reason  which 
justified  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
in  dealing  with  wines  in  this  way.  If 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  retained  'the 
principle  of  securing  a  higher  rate  of  duty 
on  Mrine  in  bottle  than  on  the  same  wine  in 
.wood,  they  should  have  to  examine  here- 
.after  what  that  rate  of  duty  might  be. 
He  might  for  the  present  point  out  that 
if  they  established  a  higher  rate  of  duty, 
however  small  the  addition  might  be,  they 
introduceda  taxation  of  the  alcohol  in  these 
cheap  wines  out  of  all  proportion  to  the 
duty  on  alcohol  in  the  form  of  pure  spirits. 
He  believed,  considering  the  alcohol  that 
was  to  be  found  in  the  cheap  wines  of 
the  Moselle  country,  that  the  actual 
rate  of  taxation  per  gallon  of  alcohol 
under  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's 
scale  would  be  something  like  24s.  on 
Moselle,  as  compared  with  lOs.  6d., 
which  was  the  duty  upon  a  gallon  of 
proof  spirits — nearly  two  and  a  half  times 
as  much.  In  regard  to  the  wines  of 
France,  the  duty  on  the  alcohol  in  the 
wine  was  equivalent  to  something  like 
16s.  per  gallon.  These  were  excessive 
rat^,  and  to  propose  such  a  plan 
was  a  retrograde  step  and  abandon- 
ment of  the  fiscal  policy  which  Mr. 
•Gladstone  adopted  in  1861 — which  had 
been  followed  with  great  success  ever  since 
— of  endeavouring  to  get,  through  fiscal 
changes,  an  alteration  in  the  drink- 
ing habits  of  the  country,  whereby,  in 
place  of  the  old,  strong,  heavy  wines, 
or  the  still  stronger  spirits,  which  were  the 
consumption  of  former  generations,  they 
might  find  a  large  class  of  this  country 
approaching  in  their  drinking  habits  the 
habits  of  the  Continent,  where  they  aaw 
wines  freely  consumed  as  table  wines  and 
where  they  rarely  saw  an  illustration  of 
excess  in  their  consumption.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Elxchequer  was  going  back 
upon  that  policy,  and  was  doing  so  in  an 
aggravated  form,  for  he  was  proposing  to 
put  on  cheap  wines  in  bottles  an  increase 
of  150  per  cent. — 28.  instead  of  6d.— over 
the  rate  of  duty  which  he  proposed  to 
put  on  wines   in  casks.      He    strongly 
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urged  on  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  ex- 
pediency of  abolishing  thedifferentiation  he 
proposed,  and  of  laying  down  the  principle 
that,  whatever  increase  he  might  seek  to 
establish  in  the  duty  on  wine,  the  same 
duty  should  be  put  on  wine  in  bottles  as 
upon  wine  in  casks,  provided  it  was 
one  and  the  same  wine.  If  they  could 
make  a  distinction  as  to  the  wine,  that 
would  be  a  very  different  matter;  but  wine 
of  the  same  kind  should  be  charged  one 
and  the  same  duty  in  whatever  form  or 
vehicle  it  was  brought  into  this  country. 
For  all  those  reasons  he  begged  to  move 
the  Amendment  standing  inhis  name. 

Amendment  proposed — 

**Iii  Clause  2,  line  5,  to  leave  out '  other  than 
still  wine  in  bottle.*" — (J/r.  Courtnci/.) 

Question  proposed — 

*'  That  the  words  '  other  than  Btill  wine  In 
bottle  *  Htand  part  of  the  Clause." 

♦Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH:  My  hon. 
friend  has  accused  me  of  going  back  on  the 
policy  of  Mr.  Gladstone  in  the  matter  of 
the  amount  of  duty  to  be  levied  on  the 
lighter  wines.  But,  so  far  from  going 
back  on  Mr.  Gladstone's  policy,  I  am  in 
direct  accordance  with  it.  tjnder  the 
treaty  with  France  in  1860  the  duty  on 
still  wines  in  bottles,  as  compared  with 
wines  in  wood,  was  placed  as  I  proposed  to 
place  it  in  this  Bill.  That  treaty  lasted 
without  any  complaint  until  1866,  when 
a  commercial  treaty  was  made  with  Austria, 
which  equalised  the  duty,  so  far  as  Austria 
was  concerned,  on  wines  in  bottles  with 
wines  in  wood.  Then,  under  the  most- 
favoured-nation clause,  the  provisions  of 
that  treaty  were  extended  to  all  other 
countries ;  and  thus,  w^ithout  any  action 
on  the  part  of  France,  the  extra  duty  on 
still  wines  was  abolished  and  has  remained 
abolished  ever  since.  The  Austrian  treaty 
was  denoiyiced  in  1876,  and  therefore  the 
concession  no  longer  secures  us  any  advan- 
tage. Mr.  Gladstone's  policy  was  distinctly 
to  impose  an  extra  tax  on  wines  in  bottle 
as  distinct  from  wines  in  cask.  Now  I  pro- 
pose to  re-establish  that  policy.  And  why  1 
because  I  am  convinced  that  every  one 
of  these  wines — except,  perhaps,  those  to 
which  the  right hon.Gentleman has  alluded, 
can  just  as  well  be  imported  in  wood  as  in 
bottle.  In  fact,  they  are  so  imported  at 
the  present  time.  The  total  importation 
of  kalian  wines  in  1898  was  402,000 
^lons  in  cask  and  only  about  32,000 
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gallons     in     bottles.      The    importation        ♦Siu   M.   HICKS-BEACH:     I    really 

of    still   wines  in    1897   was    14,500,000    cannot  carry  the  matter  further.       H  the 

gallons    in  cask,  and  only   a  little   over  ;  right  hon.  Gentleman  does  not  accept  my 

1,000,000    in    bottle.       Therefore,     Sir,  '  suggestion,  I  shall  not  be  inclined  to   go 

what  I  am  aiming  at  in  this   proposal   is  !  on  with  it. 

this — that  the  more  expensive  still  wines,  I 

the  only  wines  which  will  in  future  come        Mr.    GIBSON    BOWLES     said     the 


in  bottle,  should  pay  some  extra  duty. 
That,  no  doubt,  is  tantamount  to  an 
ad  valorem  duty.  But,  Sir,  I  have  con- 
sidered this  matter,  which  has  been  before 
ine  in  its  various  aspects,  and  I  think  that 


Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  shown 
great  generosity,  and  to  a  certain  extent 
had  met  the  arguments  of  the  bon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bodmin.  It  might  be  that  his 
experience  of  spirits  was  less  than  that  of 


for  various  reasons,  even  for  the  sake  of  ;  most  hon.  Members,  but  he  was  con- 
revenue,  I  have  put  the  duty  rather  too  vinced,  speaking  generally,  it  was  only 
high.  What  I  suggest  is  that  the  Amend-  the  costly  wines  and  spirits  that  came  in 
ment  should  })e  accepted,  and  that  later  ;  lx)ttle,  the  less  costly  coming  in  wood.  This 
on  a  surtax  of  Is.  per  gallon  on  still  !  extra  bottle  tax  would  in  eftect  amount 
wines  imported  in  bottle  should  be  placed  I  to  an  mi  valorem  duty.  He  recommendeil 
in  the  Bill  instead  of  the  present  proposal.  I  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  jump  at  the 
The  effect  of  that  will  be  a  reduction  of  I  proposed  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
6d.  per  gallon  in  the  duty  I  have  pro- '  chequer,  and  close  with  it  at  once, 
posed  on  wines  in  bottles.      There  may 

be  some  slight  loss  of  revenue  ;  but  I  do  '  Mr.  COURTNEY  obser^-ed  that  the 
not  think  it  will  Ikj  much,  because  the  I  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  the 
lower  duty  ^vill  cause  the  cheaper  wine  master  of  the  situation,  and,  if  the  right 
to  come  in  more  in  bottle  than  it  would  '  honourable  Gentleman  was  not  preparetl 
have  come  in  under  the  higher  duty.  '  to  make  anv  further  concession^  he  would 

*SiR  CHARLES  DILKE  appealed  to  !  ^'''^'  ^''  P'*"P^'^^- 

his    right  hon.   friend   the   Member  for       Question  put  and  agreed  to. 
Bod  mm  to  accept  the  amended   proposal  i 

of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  The  ,  mr.  HARWOOD  (Bolton)  moved  an 
cheaper  wines  were  benig  nicreasmgly :  Amendment  to  proWde  that  on  wine 
used  m  this  country,  and  if  it  was  (rytYa^v  than  still  wines  in  Iwttles)  not  ex- 
desiralile  that  the  consumption  of  the  needing  26  degrees  of  proof  spirit  the 
lighter  claBs  of  wines  should  l)e  en- ;  ^uty  should  only  l)e  Is.  a  gallon.  He 
couraged,  the  wines  upon  which  the  right ,  ^yj,j^  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
hon.  Gentleman  proposed  to  put  a  duty  ;  that  the  differentiation  he  proposed  was  not 
Mwe  especially  deserving  of  the  attention  :  bas^d  upon  the  economic  fallacies  which 
of  the  House.  Although  they  would  be  ^ere  urged  with  regard  to  the  former 
less  hard  hit  under  the  new  proposal  than  Amendment  by  the  ^feml>er  for  Sheffield. 
under  the  original  proposal  it  would  still  The  proposal  which  he  had  the  honour  to 
remain  true .  that  the  tax  on  alcohol  m  \  introduce  did  not  depend  upon  anv  idea 
the  case  of  light  wines  imported  m  lx)ttle  ;  ^f  differentiation  in  regard  to  the  colonies 
would  be  enormously  large  as  comi^red  ^r  any  other  country,  but  was  leased  upon 
with  the  taxation  of  alcohol  m  the  form  ;  the  unjust  incidence  of  the  proposed  wine 
of  spints.  ,  duties.      He   would   venture  to  call   the 

*SiR  M.  HICKS-BEACH  :  I  forgot  to  i  ^^^^  |^^"-  Gentleman's  attention  to  the 
add  that,  as  part  of  my  proposal,  I  shall '  ^^^  ^^^^  ^^«  proposetl  wine  duties  fall 
have  to  move  a  resolution  to  the  effect   ^'®^y  unjustly  and  disproportionately  upon' 


that  the  same  Is.  surtax  will  Ikj  imposed 
on  spirits  imported  in  lx>ttle. 

♦Mr.  COURTNEY  said  he  should  be 
very  glad  to  accept  the  Chancellor  of  the 


the  lower  classes  of  wme.  They  had  l)een 
told  that,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  althoueh 
the  duty  should  be  Id.  per  l)ottle,  the 
actual  addition  to  the  consumer  was  2d. 
What  would  be  the  consequence  of  that  ? 


Exchequer's  proposal  that  the  Committee  i  That  the  consumers  of  light  claret,  for 
should  a^ree  to  the  Amendment.  They  I  instance,  would  l)e  paying  double  the 
would  however,  be  at  liberty  to  with- 1  amount  of  the  duty  that  was  proposed  to 
hold  :heir  approval  of  the  subsequent  j  be  raised — in  other  words,  they  would  be 
Amendment  with  regard  to  the  surtax,  j  paying  £300,000  towards  the  £150,000 
Sir  M,  Hicks-Bearh.  • 
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that  the  (Tovernment  were  going  to  raise,  duty  was  that  it  was  a  retrograde  step  in 
The  consumers  were  the  [)eople  whom  the  the  matter  of  temjxjrance.  The  word 
House  ought  to  consider  with  great  care,  temperance  had  1)een  very  much  mistaken. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ha<l  used  Temperance  did  not  mean  alwtinence,  but 
an  axiom  which  was  not  an  axiom.  He  siiid  -  the  miKierate  use  of  that  which  was  good. 
that  wine  was  an  article  of  luxury.  ("No.")  What  was  the  object  of  Mr.  Gladstone's 
He  was  subject  to  correction,  ])ut  that  was  great  radical  change  in  the  reduction  of 
the  general  remark  he  understood  him  to  the  wine  duties  ?  It  was  to  encourage 
make.  He  ventured  to  say  that  the  amongst  our  people  the  use  of  whole- 
cheaper  wines  hacn>ecome  an  ait  icle  of  ne-  s)me  alcoholised  drinks.  He  thought 
cessity-  -at  any  rate,  people  hsul  acquireil  the  use  of  alcoholised  drinks  was  in  some 
the  habit  of  drinking  them.  He  had,  and  degree  a  good  thing.  At  any  rate  he 
he  was  also  prepared  t^>  say  that  he  and  found  it  so  himself,  and  he  did  not  wish 
everylnxlv  else  was  the  better  for  doina:  to  see  any  abstinence  from  a  reasonable 
80.  These  wines  were  drunk  l)y  a  class  use  of  it  amongst  other  people.  But 
who  were  already  more  than  fairly  taxed,  the  important  thing  was  that  the  use  of 
There  were  two  classes  in  this  country  who  alcoholised  drink  in  beer  and  spirits 
were  very  well  protected  the  one  was  would  l)e  encouraged  by  the  disuse  of  tHe 
the  rich  class,  and  the  other  the  working  light  wines.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
class,  which  was  now  organised  ;  but  Exchequer  said  he  did  not  believe  the  im- 
Iwtween  the  upper  and  nether  millstone  position  of  the  duty  would  discourage 
waa  the  community  which  the  House  did  the  importation  of  light  wines.  At  the 
not  seem  to  l)e  so  careful  in  protecting  and  time  ^Ir.  Gladstone  effected  his  great  re- 
doing justice  to,  and  that  was  the  duct  ion  of  the  wine  duties  the  import 
struggling  middle  class,  the  poor  profes-  trade  fi-om  France  had  fallen  away  to 
sional  chiss.  That  was  the  class  that  600,000  gallons  ;  and  the  result  of  that 
mostly  consumed  the  wines  in  question,  great  statesman^s  fiscal  policy  was  that 
The  proportionate  increase  on  the  cheaper  the  import  had  now  gone  up  to  9,000,000 
wine  wsis  eight  times  as  much  as  it  was  gallons.  It  was,  therefoi-e,  perfectly 
upon  the  wine  consumed  by  the  richer  obvious  that  the  proposed  change  would 
classes,  and  they  put  that  tax  upon  a  people  discourage  the  use  of  light  wines, 
who  were  the  least  able  to  pay  and  who  were  which  so  many  people  in  the  country 
most  de>^erving  of  the  tender  considera-  found  extremely  healthy  and  pleasant, 
tion  of  the  Committee.  Again  he  sub-  It  was  hanl  for  him  to  discuss  the 
mitted  that  the  interposition  of  the  Com-  <piestion  with  an  ascetic  who  neither 
mittee  was  injurious  to  thetrade  generally,  smoked  nor  drank,  but  he  should  like 
He  did  not  consider  the  <|uestion  of  the  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  go  to  some 
su8cepti)>ilities  of  France  or  of  the  of  the  large  Lancashire  towns  and  see  the 
colonies — he  did  not  think  that  was  a  extent  to  which  the  shilling  claret  was  con- 
consideration  worth  entertaining.  If  we  sumed  by  what  he  (Mr.  Harwood)  con- 
diminished  the  consumption  of  articles  sidered  the  most  reputable  class  of  the 
sent  to  us  by  another  country,  some  of  community— a  class  that  could  not  drink 
his  friends  on  the  opposite  side  of  the  beer,  that  did  not  want  to  di'ink  spirits, 
House  would  rejoice.  The  hon.  Member  and  yet  wanted  to  drink  something, 
for  Sheffield  seemed  to  think  it  a  most  They  were  discouraging  the  consump- 
deftiralile  thing  to  prevent  anybody  from  tion  of  light  wines  to  a  very  serious 
sending  us  anything.  Personally,  he  degree,  and  consequently  encouraging 
rejoiced  that  people  should  send  him  the  consumption  of  a  heavier  drinK. 
anything.  The  Committee  shoukl  never  He  would  put  liefore  the  right  honourable 
lose  sight  of  the  fact  that  while  it  was  a  Gentleman  considerations  which  he 
good  thing  for  foreigner  to  take  our  thought  should  have  weight  with  ofie 
goods,  it  was  at  least  half  a  goocl  thing  whose  humour  they  so  often  admired.  In 
f or  •  ua  to  take  theii*s.  For  every  cask  the  15th  and  16th  centuries  the  chief 
of  wine  we  took  from  France  or  any  other  drink  of  this  country  was  the  light  wine 
country  they  took  goods  from  us,  and  he  of  France  and  Spain,  and  they  heard 
therefore  objected  in  the  interests  of  that  Jack  Cade  wished  the  fountains  to 
trade  to  the  nonsensical  idea  that  we  floW,  not  with  lieer,  as  he  would  have 
held  the  key  of  the  situation  by  the  im-  done  nowadays,  but  with  claret.  They 
poaition  6f  the  duty.  The  last  ground  knew  also  what  bright  and  winsome 
upon  which  he  objected  to  the  increased    associations    were    connected    with    the 
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nariie  ')f  sack.  He  would  suggest  to  the  ] 
rigbt  honourable  Gentleman,  for  the  sake 
of  the  wit  and  humour  of  his  country, 
which  was  said  to  be  rather  ponderous, 
that  it  was  a  wrong  step  to  encourage  the 
consumption  of  beer  at  the  expense  of 
light  wines.  He  moved  his  Amendment 
for  three  reasons — first,  because  these 
duties  would  bear  unjustly  upon  a 
particular  class  of  wine ;  secondly,  be 
cause  this  particular  class  of  wine  was 
ehiefly  consumed  by  those  who  most  had 
a  claim  on  the  consideration  of  the 
House;  and,  thirdly,  because  the  effect 
©f  this  policy  would  be  to  discourage  the 
consumption  of  light  wines,  and  to  en- 
tourage the  consumption  of  heavier 
drinks. 

Amendment  propoFcd — 

*•  In  pafje  2,  line  5,  after  *  wine  (other  than 
•till,  in  lK)ttle),  to  insert  *  not  exceeding  26 
ileup«e8  of  proof  spirit,  the  gallon,  £0  1h.  0(1.'  " 
— 3/r.  Hancooil.) 

Question  proposed — 

•That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

^SiR  M.  HICKS-BEACH:  The  honour- 
able Member  has  made  a  proposal  which  I 
do  not  discuss  from  the  point  of  revenue, 
because  for  other  reasons  it  will  be  im- 
poBftiblc  for  me  to  accept  it.  He  has 
proposed  that  there  shall  be  a  fresh  scale, 
the  Is.  duty  continuing  on  wines  not  ex- 
ceeding 26  degrees  of  proof  spirit  and  a 
Is.  6d.  duty  neing  applied  between  26 
and  30  degrees.  The  right  honourable 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West  Mon- 
mouthshire, I  think  in  1886,  raised  the 
fcale  of  the  lowest  duty  from  26  to  30 
degrees  with  the  object  of  making  a 
certain  arrangement  to  our  commercial 
advantage  with  Spain  by  that  concession. 
The  result  was  that  a  large  quantity  of 
Spanish  wine  between  26  and  30  degrees 
was  introduced  into  this  country  at  the 
fowe-t  rate  of  wine  duty,  I  need  not  say 
\e:ty  greatly  to  the  advantage  of  Spain  in 
Ver  competition  with  French  wines.  In 
Tctum  for  that  concession  Spain  placed 
us  in  her  minimum  commercial  tariff 
instead  of,  as  she  might  have  done,  in  her 
maximum  tariff.  Therefore,  I  do  not 
think  that,  as  that  state  of  things 
itill  continues,  we  can  in  fairness  retract 
that  concession  and  place  Spanish  wines,  be- 
cause that  is  what  it  amounts  to,  between 
26  and  30  degrees  on  a  higher  scale  of 
iluty  than  those  below.     The  great  bulk, 

Mr.  HarwootL 


in   fact   nearly   the   whole,  of   the    wine 
used   in   this    country   between    26    and 
30  degi'ees  comes  from  Spain  ;  but  I  have 
a  proposal  to  make  to  the  Committee  which 
perhaps  may  solve  this  <[uestion  ;  at  least 
I  hope  it  will,  because  if  my  concessions  do 
not  shorten  debate,  I  am  afraid  they  will 
fail  in  their  object.     I  have  been  impressed 
by   what   has   lieen   said   in   the    course 
of  this  Debate  and  on  other  occasions  as 
to  the  ef!*ect  of  the  proposed  increase  of 
duty  upon  the  lightest  grade  of  wine.  Six- 
pence all  round  is  no  doubt  comparatively 
a  larger  increase  on  the  lightei*  wines  than 
on  the  stronger  wines.     I  was  going  to 
say  cheaper  wines,  but  it  is  a  delusion  to 
suppose  that  lightness  and  cheapness  are 
synonymous  terms  in  the  case  of  wine.  A 
good  many  of  the  lightest  wines  are  the 
most  expensive,  as  many  Members,  who, 
like  the  honourable  Member  opposite,  are 
fond  of  wine,  know   very   well.     I  have 
also   been   impressed   by   what  has  heen 
said  by  the  Agents-General  of  the  Aus- 
tralian  colonies,  and  by  what   has   been 
said  this  evening  with  regard  to  Australian 
wines.     I  was  unable   to   assent,  for  the 
reasons  I  have  given  to  the  Committee, 
to  the  proposal  of  my  honourable  friend 
to  introduce  the  principle  of  differential 
duties  into  our  fiscal  system ;  but^  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  nearly  all  the  wines  which 
come  from  Australia  are  within  the  thirty 
degrees  limit,  and   therefore  what  I  am 
about  to  propose  is  this.  Though,  I  admit, 
at   some  little  risk   with  regard  to  my 
financial   calculations,  I   propose,  instead 
of  asking  the  Committee  for  an  additional 
6d.  on  the  lower  scale  wines,  to  ask  them 
only  for  an  additional  3d.     That  I  hope 
will  show  that  I  am  anxious  to  meet  the 
objections  that  have  been  raised  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  to  the  utmost  of  my 
power.     I  may  say  that  I  shall  recoup 
myself  to  some  extent  for  this  concession, 
as  well  as  for  the  concession  I  have  made 
to  my  right  honourable  friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Bodmin,   by  the   Is.  surtax  on 
spirits  in  bottle ;  but  still  there  will  be, 
no  doubt,  a  deficiency  in  the  yield  I  esti- 
mated from  the  wine  duties.      However, 
I  am  of  a  hopeful  temperament.     The 
Revenue  looks  well,  and,  on,  the  whole,  I 
think  I  am  justified  in  making  the  conces- 
sion I  now  propose ;  but  I  must  end  as  I 
began,  by  saying  that  I  hope  the  conces- 
sion will  shorten  debate. 

«6m  CHARLES  DILKE  said  the  rieht 
honourable  Gentleman  had  defended  his 
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scale  as  against  that  of  the  honourable  |  injustice  would  be  enormously  increased 
Mein1>er  for  Bolton,  on  the  ground  that  by  the  additional  tax  of  Is.  upon  brandy, 
the  latter  would  bo  unfair  to  Spain.  But  >  which  came  in  from  the  same  districts  as 
it  should  t)e  rememl)ered  that  in  Spain,  '  the  wine.  The  right  honourable  Gentle- 
for  years,  we  were  at  a  disadvantage,  and  man  refused  to  accept  the  Amendment  of 
did  not  enjoy  the  most  favoured  nation  the  honourable  Member  for  Bolton,  on 
treatment  for  our  goods.  On  the  con-  the  ground  of  unfairness  to  Spain.  Spain 
trary,  we  were  subjected  to  al>8olute  mal- '  obtained  her  present  position  by  maltreat- 
treatment.  We  altered  our  scale  to  '  ing  our  trade,  and  our  trade  with  Spain  wai 
meet  the  views  of  Spain.  At  the  same  small,  while  our  trade  with  France  was 
time,  he  was  glad  that  the  limit  was  \  enormous.  If,  consequently,  they  irere 
raised  from  26  degrees  to  30  degrees,  '  to  oppose  the  Amendment  on  the  ground 
because  the  duty  was,  undoubtedly,  too  of  its  unfairness  to  Spain,  he  thought  they 
heavy  upon  that  class  of  wines.  What .  were  entitled  to  point  out  the  much 
ought  to  have  l>een  done  whenever  the  greater  unfairness  which  would  })e  inflicted 
wine  duties  were  going  to  l)e  increased  upon  French  trade.  It  had  often  been 
was  to  have  made  more  steps  in  the  scale  ; ,  suggested  that  they  should  have  a  new 
instead  of  having  two  scales,  the  duties  |  step  in  the  scale  at  eighteen  degrees,  but 
ought  to  have  ))een  made  to  correspond  '  hitherto  that  had  not  been  carried  into 
bv  more  steps  to  something  like  the  effect.  An  enormous  amount  of  the 
alcoholic  strength  of  the  wine.  They  '  trade  of  Lancashii*e  went  into  France  at 
could  not  treat  the  lighter  wines  as  if  the  present  moment,  and  the  course  which 
they  were  merely  the  cheaper  wines,  and  was  being  pursued  was  certainly  not 
therefore  successive  Chancellors  of  the  calculated  to  secure  for  it  the  most 
Exchequer  had  always  rejected  the  view  i  favoured  nation  treatment,  which  it 
that  it  was  possible  to  introduce  any-  received  in  that  country.  He  viewed 
thing  like  ud  valorem  treatment.  They  these  proposals  with  great  misgivings. 
had  always  had  in  view  that  there  should  :  He  could  not  but  l)elieve  that  they  must 
l)e  some  approximation  of  the  scale  to  j  have  a  most  detrimental  effect  on  our 
alcoholic  strength,  l)ut  the  new  duties  i  commercial  position.  He  thought  we 
were  a  conspicuous  example  of  departure  1  were  putting  a  weapon  in  the  hands  of 
from  that  principle.  Now  his  honourable  '  the  French  protectionists  in  their  contest 
friend  proTx>sed  to  take  26  degrees  as  his  |  against  the  trade  of  this  country.  If  the 
limit.  All  the  French  and  Australian  |  wine  duties  were  to  l)e  revised  there  was 
wines  came  in  below  the  scale  of  26  |  an  overwhelming  case,  not  for  lowering 
degrees,  the  Spanish  wines  came  in  them,  but  for  bringing  them  into  closer 
between  26  and  30  degrees,  and  the  Portu-  \  proportion  to  alcoholic  strength  by  having 
guese  wines  came  in  above  30  degrees,  j  six  or  eight  instead  of  only  two  step^ 
The  difference  was  very  great  indeed,  j  which  was  the  only  fair  l>asis  on  which 
The  vast  bulk  of  the  French  wines  came  |  they  could  be  placed, 
in  at  16,  17,  and  18  degrees  (mostly  at  17 

degrees),  the  Australian  wines  at  24  ♦Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH :  The  right 
degrees,  the  Spanish  wines  at  27,  28,  and  i  honourable  Baronet  entirely  forgets  that 
29  degrees  (principally  at  27  and  28),  and  '  although  I  propose  to  inci-ease  the  duty 
the  Portuguese  wines  came  in  at  34,  35,  i  on  liquor  from  France  l)y  the  imposition 
36,  and  37  degrees.  By  the  one-step '  of  one  shilling  duty  on  bottled  spirits,  I 
scale  a  most  extraordinary  advantage  *  at  the  same  time  make  a  great  concession 
was  given  to  Spain  as  compared  with  to  France  by  reducing  the  increase  on  the 
France  on  the  one  hand,  and  Portugal  on  |  lower  grade  wines  from  sixpence  to  three- 
the  other.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex-  {  pence.  I  cannot,  therefore,  admit  that  I 
chequer  was  al>out  to  increase  the  appa-  am  treating  France  unfairly, 
rent  injustice  from  the  point  of  view  of  j 

France,  inasmuch  as  he  proposed  tore-,      *SlR  CHARLES  DILKE:  As  compared 
coup  himself  for  a  certain  loss  of  revenue  .  with  Spain,  I  said, 
by   his  new  shilling  duty   upon  brandy 

which  came  in  in  bottle.     That  tax  would  ,      ♦Sir  H.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
fall  almost   exclusively  upon  France — on    (Stirling  Biu'ghs) :   The  right  honourable 


the  Charente  district  particuUrly.  If  it 
were  the  case  that  the  present  scale  of 
wine  duties  was  unjust   to  France,   the 


Gentleman  has  made  a  double  appeal  to 
the  Committee.  In  the  first  place  he  asked 
that  the  Debate  should  not   l>e   unduly 
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prolonged,  and  in  the  second  that  the  compromise  of  a  threepenny  duty  up  to 
compromise  offered  should  be  accepted,  the  standard  of  30  degrees.  The 
But  the  right  honourable  Gentleman  will  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  is  a  some- 
bear  in  mind,  of  Course,  that  most  of  us  what  peremptory  pers6n  when  dealing 
approach  this  <}uestion  from  the  point  of  with  these  matters.  He  has  already 
view  of  those  who  think  it  would  have  reduced  the  right  honourable  Member  for 
been  desirable  not  to  have  meddled  with  Bodmin  to  a  submissive  frame  of  mind,  in 
the  wine  duties  at  all.  We  are  not  con-  which  he  has  seldom  been  before.  As 
vinced  there  was  not  some  other  way  nothing  can  be  gained  by  resistance,  it  is 
open  to  him  for  raising  the  money  without  better  to  put  a  good  face  upon  it  and 
disturbing  this  somewhat  delicate  part  of  accept  thankfully  and  cheerfully  the  com- 
our  revenue.  The  main  purpose  we  have  promise  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
before  us  is  to  save  as  much  as  possible  has  offered, 
the    light    wines,    the    consumption    of 

which  deserves  encouragement.  My  Mr.  LAMBERT  said  the  Chancellor  of 
honourable  friend  the  Member  for  Bolton  the  Exchequer  had  been  good  enough  to 
made  a  very  interesting  speech  on  the  make  a  concession  which  would  undoubt- 
subject,  and  I  agree  with  him  in  what  he  edly  meet  the  difficulty  in  regard  to  the 
said,  except  in  the  words  in  which  he  greater  part  of  the  colonial  wine  imported 
sought  to  read  a  lesson  to  my  own  fellow-  into  this  country,  but  could  he  not  allow 
countrymen  as  to  the  form  in  which  they  wine  under  30  degrees  of  proof  to  come 
should  take  such  refreshment  as  they  in  at  the  same  rate  as  at  present,  because 
required  in  liquid  shape.  He  laboured  this  small  tax  was  hardly  worth  the 
under  the  delusion  that  it  is  not  the  considerable  derangement  of  trade  which 
Scotch  practice  to  drink  wine,  saying  that  would  result.  The  persons  with  between 
the  Scotch  genius,  brilliant  as  it  may  be,  £500  and  £700,  whose  income-tax  he 
would  be  still  more  extraordinary  if  culti-  reduced  last  year,  were  precisely  the  class 
vated  under  the  influence  of  claret.  Why,  who  would  drink  these  cheap  wines,  and 
claret  has  been  the  special  drink  of  Scot-  therefore  he  was  practically  putting  on 
land  for  man}^  years  !  The  •  drink  of  the  this  year  what  he  took  off  last  year, 
lower  classes—  if  I  may  use  that  expres- 
sion— was  in  the  main  Ijeer — of  a  sort —  ^SiR  M.  HICKS-BEACH  :  I  have  care- 
"  twopenny,"  as  an  honourable  friend  ,  fully  investigated  this  matter,  and  I  have 
behind  me  suggests.  The  poems  of  gone  to  the  utmost  limit  I  possibly  can. 
Robert    Burns    refer    to     the    principal ; 

liquor  consumed — and  he  had  considerable  Mr.  HARWOOD:  I  beg  to  ask  leave 

experience  of  it — not  as  whisky,  but  ale.  to  withdraw  my  Amendment. 
The  other  classes  mainly  drank  claret : 


and  I  am  astonished  that  one  so  well 
read  as  my  honourable  friend  does  not 
remember  the  well-known  lines  written 
after  the  Methuen  Trejity,  by  which  the 
duty  on  port  was  lowered  : — 

"  Fimi  and  erect  tiie  Caledonian  stood  ; 


Amendment  bv  leave  withdrawn. 
Other  Amendments  made. 

Clause  3  : — 
*Mr.  HENDERSON  (Staffordshire,  W.) 


Prime  was  his  mutton,  and  hw  claret  good.  said  he  drew  a  distinction  between  shares 

*  Let  him  drink  fiort,'  the  Houthron  statesman  I  which  were  the  definite  property  of  the 

cried  ;  .  .^  ,.  , ,,         I  owners  in  whose  name  they  were  reeis- 

He  drank  tiie  poison,  and  his  spirit  died.  i  ^        i         i    t_  ^     ^         x      i-i    l 

'  *^  '  tered,  and  share  warrants  transferable  by 

The  glamour  of  these  lines  might  have  i  endorsement,,  and  which,  passing  from 
prevented  my  honourable  friend  from  hand  to  hand,  were  ultimately  registered 
going  so  far  astray  in  his  criticism  of  the  in  the  name  of  the  ultimate  owner.  The 
spirit  of  my  country.  I  was  prepared  to  duty  which  would  be  equitable  in  the  one 
support  the  Amendment  of  my  honour-  case  would  not  be  so  in  the  other.  The 
able  friend,  and  should  have  liked  it  still  Chancellor  of  the  Kxchequer  in  his  Bud- 
better  if  the  right  honourable  Gentleman  get  speech  stated,  in  regard  to,  shares, 
could  have  been  induced  to  go  further  that,  once  stamped,  they  would  be  per- 
and  extend  the  immunity  from  any  in- 1  fectly  free  from  any  future  stamps  during 
crease  of  taxation  to  the  wines  above  their  lifetime,  and  it  would  be  perfectly 
30  degrees.  I  would,  however,  recom- !  equitable  to  require  the  stamp  as  propoBed 
mend  my  honourable  friend  to  accept  the  i  by  the  Bill  on  shares  to  bearer  but  quite 

Sir  II.  Campl^ell-Bannerman.  ' 
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inequitable  as  regarcle<l  those  shares  which  |      Question  proposed — 
were    transferred    from    one    person    to       «« That  tliose  words  be  there  inserted." 
another,  and  which,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  i 

hwl  no  distinctive  numlier  attached  to  '  ♦SiR  M.  HICKS  BEACH :  This  is  a 
them.  It  would  l>e  impOtisi)>le  to  transfer  very  technical  matter,  and  we  are  all 
the  stamp  from  one  share  to  another,  indebted  to  the  clear  and  lucid  way  in 
and  he  suggested  that  the  two  clas«»es  of  which  the  proposal  of  the  honourable 
shares  should  l)e  separated  altogether.  Gentleman  has  been  placed  before  the 
The  first-mentioned  class  of  shares  might  Committee.  When  I  made  my  proposal 
fairly  be  left  under  the  category  upon  on  introducing  the  Budget  I  thought  I 
which  a  5s.  per  cent,  duty  was  proposed  had  provided  in  two  ways  for  the  difficulty 
to  l>e  levied,  but  with  reganl  to  the  other  alluded  to,  and  that  in  the  stamp  of  58. 
c\ii^»  of  shares  that,  although  passing  from  per  cent.  I  had  tiiken  a  figure  not  so  high 
hand  to  hand,  were  capable  of  l>eing  regis-  as  to  drive  away  business  from  the  Stock 
tered,  and  indeed  must  l>e  ultimately  Exchange,  and  that  in  the  third  sub- 
registered,  these  were  held  in  large  num  section  I  had  made  a  concession  to  this 
bers  throughout  the  country,  and  for  them  class  of  instruments.  Since  then  I  have 
there  was  an  extremely  free  market,  been  in  communication  with  the  corn- 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  these  shares  mittee  of  the  Stock  Exchange  and  other 
piissing  at  differences  sometimes  of  a  six-  |  gentlemen  of  high  authority  in  relation 
teenth  per  cent.  To  put  upon  these  to  the  subject,  and  I  think  that  on  the 
shares  the  heavy  charge  of  5s.  per  cent.  '  whole  I  should  do  well  to  accept  the  pro- 
would  have  the  effect  of  driving  this  posal  of  my  honourable  friend.  It  was  a 
business  from  the  City  of  London  to  matter  on  wiiich,  of  course,  there  might 
markets  at  Brussels,  Amsterdam,  Antwerp,  be  differences  of  opinion,  but  it  has  never 
and  other  places  where  no  duty  existed,  been  my  intention  to  do  anything  that 
and  the  large  business  which  was  done  in  would  drive  away  ])usine8s,  because,  of 
these  shares  in  this  country  would  l)e  de-  course,  the  result  of  that  would  be  that  I 
stroye<L  If  it  was  found  possible  to  transfer  should  receive  no  revenue.  I  think  it 
the  stamp  from  one  share  to  another,  very  possible  that  my  honourable  friend 
and  the  proposed  duty  was  insisted  is  justified  in  his  assumption  that  the 
on,  the  business  would,  in  his  opinion,  revenue  received  from  the  smaller  tax  he 
still  leave  London  altogether.  It  would  proposed  would  ultimately  be  as  l^rgo  £ts 
hardly  be  fair  to  exempt  these  shares  that  which  I  myself  have  proposed.  There 
from  all  duty  now  that  new  duties  was  one  point  in  regard  to  which  I  think 
were  being  imposed,  and  from  inquiries  it  will  be  necessary  to  make  an  alteration 
he  had  made  he  was  led  to  the  conclusion  if  I  accept  the  proposal.  I  fixed  the  stamp 
that  Is.  per  cent,  could  be  borne  without  at  5s.  on  £100  in  order  to  provide  for  the 
fear  of  evasion  by  underhand  means.  The  particular  class  of  security  to  which  the 
suggestion  he  made,  therefore,  was  that ,  henourable  Member  has  alluded ;  but  for 
the  stamp  should  })c  at  the  rate  of  Is.  per  that  I  should  have  put  the  stamp  at  the 
cent,  on  these  transferable  securities  in- ;  same  rate  as  was  now  applied  to  English 
stead  of  5s.,  as  proposed  in  the  Bill.  If  securities  of  the  same  kind — namely,  lOs. 
this  were  done  he  believed  it  would  be  The  first  sub-section  of  the  clause  referred 
possible  to  make  it  a  recurrent  stamp  pro-    to  — 

ducing  as  much  to  the  Exchequer  as  the  «  every  marketable  »eciirity  ma<le  or  issued 
original  proposal.  For  the  purpose  of  ,  by  or  on  behalf  of  any  foreign  State  or  (iovem- 
carrvinc  out  his  proposal  he  moved  the    «»ent,  or  foreign  or  colonial  municipal  body. 

fir/of  I  series  of  Amendments.  ^S;  b^'  e^l^^7'    •"'"'  "  """'^ 

and  I  think  that,  as  regards  foreign  bonds 
Amendment  proposed —  and  other  securities  included  in  that  sub- 

^  ,.  «.  ,  I  X  •  -^  section,  they  should  pay  the  10s.  I  shall 
.  ;Jil  oT-' W:.ie  war^'t  ^r  'S  Propose  a  resolution  enabling  me  to  make 
certiticate  to  bearer,  by  means  of  which  any  that  alteration  at  a  subsequent  date,  but 
sliare  or  stock  of  any  company  or  bo<ly  of  at  present  I  am  willing  to  accept  the 
iHjrsonH  forme«l  or  esUbliHliejl  out  of  the  Amendment  of  my  honourable  friend. 
United   Kingdom   is,   after  the   first  day  of  ■  "^ 

Augu.Ht  One  thousiind     eight    hundred   and         >^        .  i  i  . 

ninety -nine,  a«siKned,  transferred,  or  in  any        Question  put  and  agreed  to. 
manner  neuotiat^^l  in  the  Unite<l  Kingdom.'  '         ^  ,        .  ,  , 

^{Mr.  Hcmierson.)  Other  Amendments  made. 
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Clause  6  :- 


Mr.  LLOYD  MORGAN  (Cannarthen, 
W.)  moved  aa  Amendment  to  provide  that 
in  the  case  of  companies  reconstructing 
for  the  purpose  of  raising  additional 
capital  the  ad  valmem  stamp  duty  should 
be  ^;;y)  rata  on  the  new  capital  to  be 
brought  in.  In  the  case  of  such  com- 
panies he  thought  2s.,  and  not  5s.,  ad 
valorem  stamp  duty  should  be  charged,  as 
the  shareholders  in  a  reconstructed  com- 
yany  would  have  to  pay  this  ad  valorem 
stamp  duty  twice  over.  Under  such 
circumstances  it  would  be  impossible  for 
such  a  company  as  he  had  in  his  mind 
to  seek  fresh  capital.  It  appeared  to  him 
that  in  a  Bill  of  this  kind  the  duty  was 
unduly  excessive,  and  therefore  he  hoped 
his  Amendment  would  be  accepted. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  4,  line  15,  at  end,  to  add, '  Save 
in  the  case  of  comjianies  reconstruct- 
ing for  the  {)urpose  ol  raining  additional 
capital,  in  which  case  the  ad  valorem  stamp 
duty  shall  be  pro  rata  on  the  new  capital  to 
be  brought  in.    " — {Mr.  Lloyd  Morgan.) 

Question  proposed — 

"  That  those  words  be  there  added." 

*SiR  M.  HICKS-BEACH  said  the 
Amendment  would  introduce  an  altera- 
tion in  the  present  law.  He  did  not 
see  why  a  company  should  have  more 
favourable  terms  for  reconstruction  than 
on  the  original  promotion.  He  had 
very  good  authority  for  saying  that 
in  many  cases  where  companies  went 
through  the  process  of  reconstruction  the 
object  was  to  water  capital  as  much  as 
anything  else.  He  thought  if  there  was 
an  occasion  when  a  company  ought  not  to 
be  favoured  it  was  on  such  an  occasion  as 
that.  He  was  unable  to  accept  the 
Amendment. 

Question  put  and  negatived. 

Clause  8 : — 

Mr.  LOUGH  (Islington,  W.)  moved  to 
omit  "five  pounds,"  and  to  insert  "one 
hundred  poimds."  He  trusted  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  accept 
the  Amendment  which  he  now  proposed 
with  regard  to  letters  of  allotment.  He 
suggested  by  it  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  should  fix  one  hundred  pounds 
aa  the  amount  at  which  the  higher  rate 
should  be  paid.     As  the  Bill  at  present 


stood,  he  thought  it  would  press  very- 
hard  on  the  small  investor.  He  pointed 
out  that  where  £1000  of  stock  was 
allotted  in  amounts  of  five  pounds'  worth 
of  stock,  the  duty  would  be  X5,  but  where 
the  whole  was  allotted  at  once  it  would 
only  be  sixpence. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  5,  line  11,  to  leave  out  the  words 
*  five  pounds,'  and  Insert  the  words  *  one 
hundred  pounds.'  " — {Mr.  Lough.) 

Question  proposed — 

"  That  the  words  *  five  pounds '  stand  i>art 
of  the  Clause." 

♦Sir  M.  hicks-beach  said  that  a» 
the  letter  of  allotment  would  be  like  any 
other  contract,  it  would  bear  a  sixpenny 
stamp.  The  honourable  Gentleman  com- 
plained that  this  clause  would  preas 
heavily  on  the  small  investors,  but  he 
pointed  out  that  the  duty  would  not  have 
to  be  paid  by  the  people  who  applied  for 
allotments  but  by  the  companies  who  sent 
out  the  letters  of  allotment,  who  woultl 
have  to  stamp  them  before  they  sent  them 
out.  This  increased  duty  would  not 
deter  companies  from  issuing  allotments 
to  small  shareholders.  They  were  only 
too  glad  to  get  small  shareholders  of  this 
kind,  because  they  were  likely  to  be 
permanent  holders  of  shares  and  did  not 
take  them  up  for  the  purpose  of  selling 
them  to  somebody  else.  He  did  not  see 
his  way  to  accept  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  lough  hoped  that  some  better 
reason  for  not  accepting  the  Amendment 
would  be  given  than  that  the  stamp  would 
have  to  be  paid  by  the  company  allotting, 
the  shares.  The  effect  of  this  would  be 
that  the  companies  would  not  allot  to 
small  holders  but  only  in  large  blocks. 
He  hoped  the  matter  would  l)e  reconsidered 
and  that  some  concession  would  be  made. 
Perhaps  the  right  honourable  Gentleman 
would  place  the  limit  at  £50. 

Mr.  BANBURY  (Camberwell,  Peck- 
ham)  did  not  agree  that  because  the 
companies  had  to  pay  the  stamp  they 
would  not  allot  to  the  small  shareholders. 
They  were  the  people  whom  companies 
were  most  anxious  to  secure.  The 
people  who  applied  for  large  amounts  did 
80  in  order  to  sell  them  again.  It  would 
not  be  to  the  advantage  of  a  company,  in 
order  to  save  a  few  sixpences,  to  allot 
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shares  to  people  who  would  put  their 
shares  on  the  market  and  bring  the 
premium  down.  Therefore,  the  small 
investor  would  not  suffer  in  any  way. 

*Mr.  MOULTON  (Cornwall,  Launces- 
ton)  di<l  not  think  that  that  argument 
would  apply,  because  an  allotment  of  £5 
was  so  exceedingly  small  that  no  one 
would  dream  of  allotting  so  small  an 
amount.  If  the  amount  were  fixed  at 
JC50  he  thought  it  would  ))e  fair,  but  £20 
or  £25  would  not  l>e  unreasonable.  In 
its  present  form  it  was  a  sort  of  poll  tax, 
and  in  his  opinion  it  was  ridiculous  to  put 


the  same  stamp  to  £5   as   was  put  to 
£1,000  allotment. 

Mr.  BEGG  (Glasgow,  St.  Rollox)  said 
an  allotment  of  £5  was  an  extremely  rare 
thing  and  he  therefore  thought  the 
Amendment  was  a  reasonable  one.  He 
hoped  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
would  raise  the  limit  to,  at  least,  £50. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided : — Ayes,  197  ; 
Noes,  92.     (Division  List  No.  137.) 


Acland-Hood.Capt.Sir  Alex.  F. 
ArchdalBt  E^hvani  Men'j-n 
Arnold- Forxter,  Hugh  O. 
Atkiniion,  Kt.  Hon.  John 
Bailey,  Janiei*  (Walworth) 
Balfour.Rt.  Hon.  A.J.  ( ManchV 
Balfour,  Rt.  Hn.  (;.  W.  (Leecln 
Banhory,  Fred.  Cieo.  [(Hunt;<) 
Barry,  Kt.  Hon.  A.  H.  Smith- 
Barry, Sir  Francl**  T.  (Windsor) 
Bartley,  George  C.  T. 
Barton,  Dunliar  IMunket 
Beach,Kt.  Hn.Sir  M.H.(BriMtol 
Begg,  Fenlinand  FaithfuU 
Bethel  I,  Comnian4ler 
Bhownaggree,  Sir  M.  M. 
BlakiHton-Hou.>«ton,  John 
Bolitho,  Thonia!«  Bedford 
BoHcawen,  Artliur  Griltitli- 
Bowle8,T.  Gibe«on(L>'nn  UegU) 
Brodrick,  Kt.  Hon.  St.  Jolm 
Butcher,  Jolin  l*eorj(e 
Cavendish,  K.  F.  (N.  Ijancn.) 
(^ecil,  Evelyn  (Hertfonl,  £it<t) 
Cecil,  Loixi  Hugh  ((ireenwich) 
Chaloner,  Captain  R.  G.  W. 
C)ianiljerIain,Kt.Hon.J.  (Birni 
Chamlierlain,  J .  Au.«*ten(  \Vorc*r 
Chaplin,  Kt.  Hon.  Henry 
Charrington,  Siiencer 
Chelflea,  \'b*count 
Clare,  Oct^vvius  Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon.  Thon.  H.  A.  E. 
Coghill,  Dougia**  Harry 
Cohen,  Benjamin  Louis 
CollingH,  Kt.  Hon.  Jesj^e 
Compton,  Lord  Alwvne 
Cook,  Fretl.  Luca«  (Lamlieth) 
Cooke,C.  W.  Kadclitfei  Heref  d) 
Corhett  A.  Cameron  ((ilaj<gow) 
Courtney,  Rt .  Hon .  Leonard  H . 
CoXjIrwm E<1  ward  B.  ( H  arrow ) 
Cranlwrne,  Viscount 
Crow*,  Alexander  (Gla<*go\v) 
Cross,  Herb.  Shephenl  (Bolton) 
Cnhitt,  Hon.  Henry 
Cunson,  Viscount 
Dalkeith,  Etirl  of 
Dairy m pie,  Sir  Charles 
Denny,  Colonel 
DickHon-Poynder,  Sir  John  P. 
Dighy,  John  K.  D.  Wingtield- 
Disraeli,  Coningsby  Ralph 
Dorington,  Sir  John  Edward 


AVER. 

Doughty,  (leorge 
l)ou*rlaH,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Doxford,  William  Theodore 
Duncoml)e,  Hon.  Hubert  V. 
Fellowes,Hon.  Ailwyn  Edward 
Finch,  Cveorge  H. 
Finlay,  Sir  Robert  Bannatyne 
FUher,  William  Hayew 
FitzGerald,Sir  Robert  Penro.<«e- 
Fitz  Wygram,  (General  Sir  F. 
Flannery,  Sir  ForteHCue 
Fletcher,  Sir  Henry 
Flower,  Ement 
Folkestone,  Viscount 
ForHter,  Henry  William 
FoHter,  Colonel  (Lancaster) 
(iedge,  Sydney 
Giblions,  J.  Lloyd 
(;ibliH,Hn.A.G.H.(CityofLond 
(;ibl)8,Hon.  Vicary  (St.  Albans) 
(ioldsworthy,  Major-i General 
(rordon,  Hon.  John  E<lward 
Gorst,Rt.Hon.  Sir  John  Eldon 
Gos<!hen,RtHnGJ.  (St  George's 
(ioschen,  George  J.  (Sassex) 
Goulding,  Edward  Alfred 
(iourley,  Sir  E.  Temi>eiley 
(»raham,  Henry  Robert 
(ireen,  Walford'D.(  Wedn'sbury 
Greene,  Henry  D.(Shrewsbuiy 
Greene, W.  Raymond- (Cambs. 
(«  ret  ton,  John 
Gull,  Sir  Cameron 
Hamilton,Rt.Hn.Lord  (veorge 
Hatch,  Ernest  Fred,  (ieorge. 
Heaton,  John  Henniker 
HenderHon,  Alexander 
Hermon- Hodge,  R,  Trotter 
Hill,  Arthur  (Down,  West) 
Hill,  Sir  E.  Stock  (Bristol) 
HouhlRworth,  Sir  Wm.  Henry 
Howell,  William  Tudor 
Hubliard,  Hon.  Evelyn 
Hutchinson,(^apt.  G.W.Grice- 
Jackson,  Rt.  Hn.  Wm.  Lawies 
Jebb,  Richard  Claverhou«e 
Jeffreys,  Arthur  Frederick 
Jenkins,  Sir  John  Jones 
Johnston,  William  (Belfaf^t) 
Johastone,  Heywood  (Suasex) 
Kenyon,  Jamen 
Kenyon-Slaney,  Col.  William 
KeHwick,  William 
Knowles,  Leen 


Laljouchere,  Henry 
Lawrence,Sir  E.  Duming-(  Com 
Lawrence,  Wm.  F.  (Liverpool 
Lawson,SirWilfrid(CumbTand 
Lecky,Rt  Hn  WUliam  Etlw.H. 
Lees,  Sir  Elliott  (Birkenhead) 
Leigh- Bennett,  Henry  Currie 
Llewelyn,SirDillwyn-(Sw'nsea 
Long,Rt.  Hn. Walter  (L'pool) 
Loyd,  Archie  Kirk  man 
Lucas-Sluidwell,  William 
Macartney,  W.  G.  Ellison 
Macdona,'John  Cumming 
Maclver,  David  (Liveri)ool) 
Maelure,  Sir  John  William 
M*  Arthur,  Charles  (LiveriK>ol) 
Martin,  Richard  Bidilulph 
Maxwell,Rt  Hn  Sir  Herliert  E. 
Melville,  Beresfonl  Valentine 
Middlemore.  J.  Throgmorton 
Milner,  Sir  Frederick  George 
Milwanl,  Colonel  Victor 
Monckton,  Edward  Philip 
Montagu,Hon.  J.Scott  (Hants. 
Montagu,  SirS.  (Whitechanel) 
Moore,  William  (Antrim,  N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper  (Shropshire 
Morrell,  (ieorge  Herljert 
Morton,  ArthurH.  A.  (Deptfonl 
Mount,  William  George 
Murray,  Rt.  Hn.  A.  G.  (Bute) 
Murray,  Charles  J.  (Coventry) 
Murray,  Col.  Wyndham ( l^th) 
Myers,  William  Henry 
Nicol,  Donald  Ninian 
Northcote,  Hon. Sir  H.Staffonl 
Orr-Ewing,  Charles  Lindsay 
Pease,  Herbert  P.  (Darlington) 
Percy,  Earl 
Pier^ioint,  Rol)ert 
Pilkint^ton,  Richanl 
Pollock,  Harry  Frederick 
Powell,  Sir  Francis  Charles 
Pretyman,  Ernest  Geome 
Priestlev.Sir  W.O.(Ediiil>urgh 
Pur\'is,  Robert 
RaAcli,  Major  Frederic  Came 
Richardson,  Sir  T.  (Hartle|K)ol 
Ritchie,Rt.Hn.ChaA.  Thom.son 
Robertson,  Herbert  (Hackney)^ 
Robin.«on,  Brooke 
Ra«well,  T.  W.  (Tyrone) 
Rutherfoni,  John 
Ryder,  John  Herbert  Dudley 
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Sassoon,  Sir  Edward  Albert 
Scoble,  Sir  Andrew  Richard 
Setx)n-Karr,  Henry 
^idebottoni,T.Harrop(Stalybr. 
Sidebottoni,  William  ( Derbys. ) 
Smith,  Hon.  W.  F.  D.  (Strand) 
Stanley,  Hn.  Arthur  (Omiskirk 
Stanley,  Lord  (Lanes.) 
Steadman,  William  Charles 
Stephens,  Henry  Charles 
Stewart,SirMark  J.  M'Taggart 
Strauss,  Arthur 
Strutt,  Hon.  Charles  Hedley 


{COMMONS} 

Sturt,  Hon.  Humphry  Napier 
Talbot,  Lord  E.  (Chichester) 
Talbot.Rt.Hn.J.G.(Ox.  Univ. 
Tomlinson,Wm.  Edw.  Murray 
Valentia,  Viscount  • 

Vincent,  Col.  Sir  C.  E.  Howard  I 
Ward,  Hon.  Robert  A.  ( Crewe). i 
Warr,  Augustus  Frederick        ' 
Webster,SirR.  E.  ( Isleof  Wight 
Welby,  Lieut. -Col.  A.  C.  E. 
Wentworth,  Bruce  C.  Vemon- 
Whiteley,  George  (Stockport) 
Williams,  Colonel  R.  (Dorset) 


Bill 
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Williams,  J  osei)liPowell(Birui ) 
Willox,  Sir  John  Archibald 
Wilson,  John  (Falkirk) 
Wilson,  J.  W.  ( Worcestersh.  N. ) 
Wilson-Todd,  vVm.H.  (Yorks.) 
Wyndham,  George 
Wyvill,  Marmaduke  D'Arcv 
Young,  Commander  (Berks,E. ) 
Younger,  William 

Tellers  for  the  Ayes — 
Sir  AV'illiam  Walrond  ami 
Mr.  Anstruther. 


Allan,  William  (Gateshead) 
Allison,  Robert  Andrew 
Asher,  Alexander 
Ashton,  Thomas  Gair 
Asquith,  Rt.  Hon.  Herbert  H. 
Barlow,  John  Emmott 
Beaumont,  Wentworth  C.  B. 
BlUson,  Alfred 
Bolton,  Thomas  Dolling 
Broadhurst,  Henrv 
Bryce,  Rt.  Hon.  dames 
Burt,  Thomas 
Buxton,  Sydney  Charles 
Caldwell,  James 
Cameron.Sir  Charles(Glasgow) 
Cameron,  Robert  (Durham) 
Campbell-Binnerman,  Sir  H. 
Causton,  Richard  Knight 
Cawley,  Frederick 
Channing,  Francis  AUston 
Clark,  Dr.  G.B.  (Caithness-sh. ) 
Daly,  Jame^ 

Davies,  M.Vaughan-(  Cardigan 
Doogan,  P.  C. 

Douglas,  Charles  M.  (Lanark) 
Evans,  Samuel  T.  (Glamorgan) 
Fenwick,  Charles 
Ferguson,  R.  C.  Munro  (Leith) 
Fitzmaurice,  Lord  Edmond 
Foster,  Sir  Walter  ( Derby  Co. ) 
Fowler,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Henry 
Gladstone,  Rt.  Hon.  Herb.  J. 


NOES. 

(ioddard,  Daniel  Ford 
Gurdon,  Sir  W.  Brampton 
Harwood,  George 
Hayne,  Rt.  Hon.  Charles  Seale- 
Hazell,  Walter 
Hedderwick,  Thomas  C.  H. 
Hemphill,  Rt.  Hon.  C.  H. 
Holland,  Wm.  H.  (York,W.R. 
Hornimin,  Frederick  John 
Humphreys-Owen,  Arthur  C. 
Johnson -ferguson,  Jabez  E. 
Kay-Shuttleworth,RtHn  SirU 
Leuty,  Thomas  Richmond 
Lewis,  John  Herbert 
Lyell,  Sir  Leonard 
Macaleese,  Daniel 
M* Arthur,  William  (Cornwall) 
M*Ghee,  Richani 
M*Killop,  James 
M'Laren,  Charles  Benjamin 
M*Leod,  John 

Mendl,  Si^ismund  Ferdinand 
Morgan, J. Lloyd  (Carmarthen) 
Morton,  E<lw.  J.  C.(Devonport 
Norton,  Capt.  Cecil  William 
Nussey,  Thomas  Willans 
O'Connor,  T.  P.  (Liverpool) 
Oldroyd,  Mark 

Palmer,  GeorgeWm.  (Reading) 
Pearson,  Sir  Weetman  D. 
Pease,  Alfred  E.  (Cleveland) 
Pease,  Joseph  A.  (Xorthumb.) 


Philipps,  John  Wynford 
Pine,  Duncan  V. 
Power,  Patrick  Joseph 
Price,  Robert  John 
Priestley,  Briggs  ( Yorks. ) 
Richardson,  J.  (Durham,  S.E.) 
Rickett,  J.  Compton 
Roberts,  John  H.  (Denbighs.) 
Samuel,  J.  (Stockton  on  Tee*) 
Scott,  Chas.  Prestwich  (Leigh) 
Shaw,  Thomas  (Hawick  R  ) 
Sinclair,  Capt.  Jn.  (Forfarshire 
Smith,  Samuel  (Flint) 
Soames,  Arthur  Wellesley 
Stevenson,  Francis  S. 
Strachey,  Edward 
Sullivan,  Donal  (Westmeath) 
Thomas,  David  Alf.  (Merthyr) 
Trevelyan,  Charles  Pliillips 
Walton,  Joseph  (BamBley) 
Weir,  James  Galloway 
Whittaker,  Thomas  Palmer 
Williams,  John  Carvell(  Notts. 
Wilson,  P^rederick  W.  (Norfolk 
Wilson,  John  (Durham,  Mid.) 
Wilson,  John  (Govan) 
Wilson,  Jos.  H.  (Middlesbrough 
Woods,  Samuel 

Tellers   for   the    Noes — 
Mr.  Lough  and  Mr.  Moulton. 


Clause  13  : — 

Mr.  harwood  moved  the  omission 
of  the  word  "  permanent,"  and  in  doing 
so  said  he  thought  it  was  a  most  im- 
portant Amendment.  He  did  not  see 
why  the  reduction  of  the  annual  charge 
from  25  millions  to  23  millions  should  be 
a  permanent  one.  He  urged  the  Com- 
mittee to  defer  making  any  permanent 
alteration  of  their  standard  until  they  had 
before  them  some  well-considered  and 
statesmanlike  scheme  for  dealing  with  the 
National  Debt.  He  thought  the  Committee 
might  reasonably  agree  that  the   circum- 


stances this  year  were  exceptional,  having 
regard  to  the  expenditure  on  the  Army 
and  Navy,  and  that  therefore  £2,000,000 
might  be  taken  out  of  the  amount  set 
apart  for  the  reduction  of  the  Debt  thia 
year.  But  it  should  not  be  made  a  per- 
manent charge.  There  was  a  great  dif- 
ference in  a  change  to  meet  special  circum- 
stances and  making  a  permanent  altera- 
tion. The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
always  had  the  power  to  come  to  the 
House  with  a  proposal  to  take  the  money 
if  circumstances  rendered  it  necessary, 
but  it  was  a  serious  thing,  in  his  opinion. 
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to  permanontly  reduce  the  Sinking  Fund  .  have  debated  them  at  considerable  length 
by  Kuch  an  amount.  X23,000,000  was  on  a  previous  occasion,  and  the  House  has 
not  by  any  means  an  excessive  amount  to  arrived  at  a  decision  on  the  subject.  I 
sft  aside  for  the  payment  of  debt  in  these    would  venture  to  point  out  that  the  hon- 


<lays  of  superabundant  prosperity. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"In  page  6,  line  26,  to  leave  out  the  word 
*  j>enimnent.' " — (Mr.  Hhi'vwmI.) 

Question  proposed — 

*'  That  tlie  wonl  *  permanent '  stand  part  of 
the  ('lau«e." 


Mr.  LOUCtH  thought  there  should  be 
a  word  of  reply  from  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exche<iuer  on  this  point.    He  was  not 
able  to  support  the  Amendment,  for  any 
of  the   reasons  given  by  his   honourable 
friend,  but  at  the  same  time  it  was  an 
excellent  Amendment  which   he  pressed 
on  the  Committee.     He  supported  it  be- ; 
cause  the  structure  of  the  clause  would  , 
Ik;  greatly  improved   if  the  word  "per- 
manent "  was  left  out.     Nothing  was  per- 
manent with  regard  to  the  National  Debt 
when  a  Conservative  Government  was  in  ' 
power.     Why,  then,  put  in  the  adjective, 
which  was  the  evidence  of  their  shame  ? 

♦Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  :  There  is  one 
thing  permanent  when  a  Conservative 
(iovernment  is  in  office,  and  that  is  the 
perpetual  interference  of  the  honourable  | 
Member  in  debate.  I  hope  the  honourable  ■ 
>lember  who  has  moved  the  Amendment 
will  excuse  me  if  I  decline  to  enter  into 


ourable  Meml)er'8  Amendment  is  really 
an  absurd  one.  He  proposes  that  the 
Debt  charge  of  X25,000,000  should 
be  reduced  for  this  year  only  to 
£23,000,000.  But,  of  course,  when  I, 
on  behalf  of  the  Government,  proposed 
that  the  Debt  charge  should  be  per- 
manently reduced  to  £23,000,000  I  made 
arrangements  in  the  subsequent  clause  for 
the  terminable  annuities  to  be  dealt  with 
on  that  reduced  basis.     But  the  honour- 

'  able  Member  makes  no  arrangement 
whatever   for  the    terminable    annuities 

I  under  his  Amendment,  and  we  should 
still  have  to  pay  capital  and  interest  on 
the  terminable  annuities  on  the  old 
basis  of  expenditure  of  £25,000,000  a 
year,  and  yet  only  have  £23,000,000  to 
do  it  with.  It  is  really  impossible  to 
carry  out  the  Amendment,  which  I  hope 
the  honourable  Member  will  not  press  to 
a  Division. 


Mr.  MOULTON  said  it  was  absurd  for 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchec^uer  to  con- 
tend that  there  would  be  any  difficulty 
in  carrying  out  the  proposal  embodied  in 
the  Amendment. 

Question  put. 

The   Committee  divided;  Ayes,    169; 


the  arguments  on  the  main  question.    We    Noes,  85.     (Division  List  No.  138). 


Acland-Ho*Kl,  Capt.  Sir  A.  F. 
Archdale,  Edwanl  Mervyn 
Arnold- Forster,  Hugh  O. 
Arrol,  Sir  William 
Atkinson,  Kt.  Hon.  Jolm 
lUlfour,  Rt.Hn.A.J.(Mancirr, 
Balfour,  RtHnGerald  W(LeedH 
Banbury,  Frederick  George 


AYES. 

Barry,RtHn.\HSmith-(  Hunts 
Barry,  Sir  FranciH  T.(  Windsor) 
Barton.  Dunbar  Plnnket 
Beach,Rt.  Hn.  SirM.  H.  ( Bristol 
Begg,  Ferdinand  Faithfull 
Bet  hell,  C^ommander 
Bhownaggree,  Sir  M.  M. 
Boi^cawen,  Arthur  Griffith - 


'  Bro<lrick,  Rt.  Hn.  St.  John 
Butcher,  John  (veorge 
Cavendifth,  R.  F.  (N.  Lanes.) 
Cecil,  Evelyn  (Hertford,  East) 
Cecil,  Lord  Hugh  (Greenwich) 

'  Chaloner,  Captain  R.  G.  W. 

.  Chamberiain,Rt.  Hn.  J.(Birm. 

1  Chan)berlain,J.Au»ten(Worc. 
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Chaplin,  lit.  Hon.  Henry 
Charrington,  Si)encer 
ChelHea,  Viscount 
Clare,  Octavius  Leigh 
Cochrane,  Hon.  Thos.  H.  E. 
Coffhill,  Douglas  Harry 
Cohen,  Benjamin  Loui:^ 
Coliings,  Rt.  Hon.  Jesse 
Compton,  Lord  Alywyne 
Cooke,  C.  W.  Kadcl  life  ( Heref  a 
Corbett,  A. Cameron  (Glasgow) 
Cox,  Iwrin  Edward  B.  (Harrow 
CroHft,  Herb.  Shepherd  (Bolton 
Cubitt,  Hon.  Henry 
Curzon,  Mscount 
Dalkeith.  Earl  of 
Dalrymple,  Sir  Charles 
Denny,  Colonel 
Dickson-Poynder,  Sir  John  P. 
Digby,  John  K.  D.  Wingfield- 
Disraeli,  Conin^^sby  Ralph 
Dorington,  Sir  John  Edward 
Doughty,  George 
Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Duncombe,  Hon.  Hul)ert  V. 
Fellowes,  Hon.  Ail  wj'nEd ward 
Finch,  George  H. 
Finlay,  Sir  Robert  Bannatyne 
Fisher,  William  Hayes 
Fitz  Wygram,  General  Sir  F. 
Flannery,  Sir  Fortescue 
Fletcher,  Sir  Henrj- 
Flower,  Ernest 
Folkestone,  Viscount 
Forster,  Henry  William 
Foster,  Colonel  (Lancaster) 
Gedge,  Sydney 
Giblx>ns,  John  Lloyd 
Gibljs,  Hon.  Vicary( St.  Albans 
Godson,  Sir  Augustas  Fredk. 
Goldsworthy,  Major-General 
Gordon,  Hon.  John  Edward 
Gorst,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  John  Eldon 
Goschen,RtHnGJ.(St.George's 
Goschen,  George  J.  (Siwsex) 
Goulding,  Edward  Alfred 
Graham,  HenryRoljert 
Green,Walforcft)(Wednesbury 
Greene,  Henry  D.  (Shrewsbury 
Greene,  W.Rajniiond-  (Camlw. ) 


{COMMONS} 

Gretton,  John 
Gull,  Sir  Cameron 
Hamilton,  Rt.  Hn.Lord  George 
Henderson,  Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge,  Robt.  Trotter 
Hill,  Arthur  (Down,  West) 
HUl,SirEdward  Stock  (Bristol) 
Houldsworth,  Sir  Wm.  Henry 
Howell,  William  Tudor 
Hubbard,  Hon.  Evelyn 
Hutchinson,  Capt.  G.  vV.  Grice- 
Jackson,  Rt.  Hon.  Wul  Lawies 
Jebb,  Richard  Claverhouse 
Johnston,  William  (Belfast) 
Johnstone,  Hey  wood  (Sussex) 
Kenyon,  James 
Kenyon-Slaney,  Col.  William 
Keswick,  William 
Knowles,  Lees 

Lawrence,SirEDurning-(Corn. 
Lawrence,  Wm.  F.  (Liveqxx). ) 
Lees,  Sir  Elliott  (Birkenhead) 
Leigh- Bennett,  Henry  Currie 
Llewellyn,SirDillwyn(Sw'nsea 
Long,  iit.  Hn.  Walter  (L'pool) 
Loyd,  Archie  Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell,  William 
Macartney,  W.  G.  Ellison 
Macdona,  John  Cumming 
Maclver,  David  (Liverpool) 
Maclure,  Sir  John  William 
M*Arthur,  Charles  (Liverpool) 
M'Killop,  James 
Martin,  Richard  Biddulph 
Middlemore,  John  Throgmort. 
Milner,  Sir  Frederick  (veorge 
Monckton,  Edward  Philip 
Moore,  William  (Antrim,  N.) 
Morrell,  (ieorge  Herbert 
Morton,  Arthur  H.  A(Deptford 
Mount,  William  (ieorge 
Murray,RtHnA  Graham(Bute 
Murray,  Charles  J.  (Coventry) 
MuiTay,  Col.  Wyndham  (Bath) 
Myers,  William  Henry 
Nicol,  Donald  Ninian 
Northcote,  Hn.  SirH.  Stafford 
Orr-Ewing,  Charles  Lindsay 
Pease,  Her  liert  Pike(  Darl  ingt' n 
Percy,  Earl 
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Pierpoint,  Robert 
Pilkington,  Richanl 
Pollock,  Harry  Frederick 
Powell,  Sir  Francis  Sharp 
Pretyman,  Ernest  George 
Pur>'is,  Robert 

Rascli,  Major  Frederic  Came 
Rentoul,  James  Alexander 
Richardson,  Sir  T.  (Hartlepool 
Ritchie,  Rt.  Hn.  C.  Thompson 
Rol)ertson,  Herljert  (Hackney) 
Robinson,  Brooke 
Russell,  T.  W.  (Tyrone) 
Rutherford,  John 
Ryder,  John  Herbert  Dudley 
Scoble,  Sir  Andrew  Richanl 
Seely,  Charles  Hilton 
Seton-Karr,  Henrj' 
Sidelxjttom,  William  ( Derby.-sli . 
Smith,  Hon.  W.  F.  D.  (Strand. 
Stanley,  Hn.Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley,  Loni  (Lanes.) 
Stephens,  Henry  Charles 
Stewart,  SirMark  J.M*Taggart 
Strauss,  Arthur 
Stnitt,  Hon.  Charles  Hedley 
Sturt,  Hon.  Humphry  Napier 
Talbot,  Lonl  E.  (Chichester) 
Talbot,Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf.Univ. 
Tomlinson,Wm.  Edw.  Murray 
Valentia,  Viscount 
Ward,Hon.  Robert  A.  (Crewe) 
Warr,  Augustus  Frederick 
Weljeter,SirR.E.(l8leofWight) 
Welby,  Lieut-Col.  A.  V,  E. 
Wentworth,  Bnice  C.  Vernon- 
Whitmore,  Charles  Algernon 
Williams,  Colonel  R.  (Dorset) 
Williams,  Joseuh  Powell-(  Birni 
Willox,  Sir  Jotin  Archiliald 
Wilson,  John  (Falkirk) 
Wilson-Twid,  Wm,  H.(  York.s.  > 
Wyndham,  (jJeorge 
Wyvill,  Manufiduke  D'Arcv 
Young,  Commander  ( Berks,  £. ) 

Tellers  for  the  Ayes— 
Sir  William  Walrond  an«l 
Mr.  Anstruther. 


NOES. 


Allison,  Rol)ert  Andrew 
Asher,  Alexander 
Ashton,  Thomas  Gair 
Asquith,  Rt.  Hon.  Herliert  Hy. 
Barlow,  John  Emmott 
Beaumont,  Wentworth  C.  B. 
Billson,  Alfred 
Bolton,  Thomas  Dolling 
Broadhurst,  Henry 
Bryce,  Rt.  Hon.  James 
Buxton,  Sydney  Charles 
Caldwell,  James 
Campbell -Bannerman,  Sir  H. 
Caoston,  Richard  Knight 
Cawley,  Frederick 
Channing,  Francis  Allston 
Clark,  Dr.  G.B.(Caithness-sh.) 
Cross,  Alexander  (Glasgow) 
Daly,  James 


Davies,  M.  Vaughan-(Canligan 
Dilke,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Charles 
Donelan,  Captain  A. 
Doogan,  P.  C. 

Douglas,  Charles  M.  (Lanark) 
Evans,  Samuel  T.  ((tlamorgan) 
Ferguson,  R.  C.  Munro  (Leith) 
(Tladstone,  Rt.  Hn.  Herbert  J. 
Goddard,  Daniel  Ford 
Gourley,SirEdwardTemperley 
Gurdon,  Sir  William  Bramnton 
Harcourt,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  William 
Hayne,  Rt.  Hon.  Charles  Seale- 
Hazell,  Walter 
Hemphill,  Rt.  Hod.  Charles  H. 
Holland, Wm.H.  (York,  W.R.) 
Horniman,  Frederick  John 
Humphreys-Owen,  Arthur  C. 
Kay-&huttlew'th,Rt.Hn.SirL'. 


Lawson,SirWilfrid(Cumb*lan(l 
Leuty,  ThomaA  Richmond 
Lough,  Thomas 
Lyell,  Sir  Leonard 
MacAleese,  Daniel 
M'Arthur,  William  (Cornwall) 
M'llhee,  Richard 
M'Leoti,  John 

Mendl,  Sigismund  Ferdinand 
Montagu,  Sir  S.  (Whitechaiiel) 
Morgan.  J.  Lloyd  (Carmartiien 
Morton,  Eiiw.  J.C.(Devonport) 
Moulton,  John  Fletcher 
Nussey,  Thomas  Willans 
O'Connor,  T.  P.  (Liverpool) 
Oldroyd,  Mark 

Palmer,  George  Wm.  (Reading) 
Pearson,  Sir  Weetman  D. 
Pease,  Alfred  E.  (Cleveland) 
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PeaM,  Jofieph  A.  (Northamb.) 
Philippfi,  John  Wynford 
Pine,  Duncan  V. 
Price,  Hobert  John 
Provand,  Andrew  Dryburgh 
Keckitt,  Harold  Jaines 
Richardson,  J.  (Durham,  S.  E. ) 
Kickett,  J.  Compton 
KobertB,  John  n.  (DenljghMh.) 
Samuel,  J.  (Stockton  on  Tees) 
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Shaw,  Thomas  (Hawick  B.) 
Sinclair,  Capt.  J.  (Forfarshire) 
Smith,  Samuel  (Flint) 
Soames,  Arthur  Welleslev 
Steadman,  William  Charles 
Stephenson,  Francis  K. 
Strachey,  Edward 
Sullivan,  Donal  (Westmeath) 
Tennant,  Harold  John 
Thomas,  David  Alf  d.  ( Merthy  r ) 


BiU. 
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Trevelyan,  Charles  Philips 
Whittaker,  Thomas  Palmer 
Williams,  John  Carvell  (Notts) 
Wilson,FrederickW.(Norfolk) 
Wilson,  J.  W.(Worce6ter8h.N. ) 
Wilson,  Jos.  H.  ( Middlesbrough 
Woods,  Samuel 
Tellers   for  the    Noes— 

Mr.     Harwood     and     Mr. 

Hedderwick. 


Mr.  NUSSEY  (Pontefract)  said  he  pro- 
posed to  divide  the  Committee  on  this 
•clause  as  a  protest  against  what  he 
conceived  to  be  the  unwise  policy  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  this 
matter.  In  1887  and  1889  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiraltv,  who  was  then 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  tampered 
with  the  Sinking  Fund  twice,  and  he  re- 
garded it  as  more  than  a  coincidence  that 
both  those  raids  on  the  Fund  were  made 
in  years  of  lavish  expenditure.  The  plea 
against  paying  off  so  much  debt  was  a 
mere  excuse  to  cover  the  nakedness  of 
the  Treasury.  He  appealed  to  the  Chan- 
-cellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  reconsider  his 
course,  which  was  fraught  with  so  much 
danger  to  our  national  prosperity.  He 
maintained  that  we  could  not  afford  to 
play  and  tamper  with  the  credit  of  the 
country.  How  long  would  people  believe 
in  our  national  prosperity  if  we  were  not 
able  to  pay  our  debts?  We  were  en- 
croaching upon  our  reserve  funds,  and 
when  we  did  that  we  had  passed  the  safe 
margin,  and  the  time  had  arrived  to  cry 
**  stop."  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  protested  against  lavish  expenditure 
again  and  again,  but  had  allowed  himself 
to  be  over-ridden,  and  was  now  showing  a 
certain  amount  of  weakness  in  hesitating 
to  put  the  expenditure  on  the  right 
shoulders.  Why  not  put  an  extra  penny 
on  the  Income  Tax,  which  would  raise  the 
necessary  two  millions  of  money  1  The 
upper  and  middle  classes  who  had  called 
for  this  lavish  expenditure  should  not 
only  call  the  tune  bu'^  pay  the  piper. 


Mr.  E.  J.  C.  MORTON  (Devonport) 
desired  to  enter  his  protest  against  what 
he  believed  to  be  the  most  dangerous  pro- 
posal with  regard  to  the  finances  of  this 
country  which  had  been  made  since  1869. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  the 
Government  had  not  apparently  taken 
into  account  the  fact  that,  although  our 
income  had  been  going  up  by  leaps  and 
bounds  on  the  same  taxation  during  the 
last  four  years,  yet  our  expenditure  had 
also  been  going  up  by  leaps  and  bounds 
until  we  had  reached  the  point  when  the 
estimated  expenditure  was  higher  than 
the  estimated  income.  He  saw  no  possi- 
bility of  our  expenditure  stopping  as 
years  went  on,  but  there  was  great  like- 
lihood of  our  income  decreasing.  The 
last  four  years  had  no  doubt  been  a 
period  of  unexampled  prosperity,  and  it 
seemed  to  him  that  the  true  finance  would 
be  to  make  provision  for  the  lean  years 
which  were  bound  to  come  during  the  fat 
years  that  were  passing.  Our  expenditure, 
both  in  home  affairs  and  in  defence  of  the 
Empire,  was  likely  to  grow  rather  than 
diminish,  and  therefore  it  seemed  pecu- 
liarly important  to  devote  all  the  money 
that  could  be  spared  in  paying  off  the 
debt  contracted  in  past  years.  Let  it  not 
be  said  that  the  necessity  to  take  two 
millions  from  the  Sinking  Fimd  was  due 
to  the  expenditure  on  the  Army  and 
Navy.  That  was  almost  exactly  the  sum 
the  Government  had  squandered  on  their 
permanent  election  agents  in  every  pariah 
— namely,  the  squires  and  the  parsons. 
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Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  :  I  have  i  On  this  clause  we  have  the  legitimate 
had  more  than  one  opportunity  .of  en- ,  opportunity'  of  entering,  and  recording  on 
tering  my  protest,  and  giving  my  reasons  [  the  Journals  of  this  House,  the  protest 
against  the  proposal  contained  in  this  which  we  on  this  side  of  the  House  have 
clause,and  I  will  not  detain  the  Committee  ;  to  make  against  what  I  l)elieve  to  l>e  an 
by  attempting  to  repeat  those  arguments,  i  entirely  vicious  and  evil  system  of  finance. 
I  will  only  express  my  entire  concurrence  I  >nll  not,  as  I  have  said,  delay  the  Com- 
with  the  sentiments  contained  in  the  two  |  mittee  Ly  repeating  the  arguments  which 
very  able  speeches  made  by  my  honourable  ,  I  have  formerly  used  against  this  proposal^ 
friends  behind  me.  I  do  desire  that  we  but  I  shall  certainly  take  the  opportunity 
should  regard  this  proposal  as  one  which  ,  of  recording  my  vote  against  it. 
is  a  serious  Wow  at  the  resources  of  our  , 


country  at  home,  and  which  is  calculated 
to  great  1}'  diminish  the  estimation  of  its 
strength  abroad.  I  l)clieve  that  in  future 
years  the  evil  of   this   proposal   will  ])e 


Question  put — 

•'  That  Clause  13  staiul  iwirt  of  the  Bill. 


>» 


The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes,  154  : 


much  more  apparent  than  it  is   to-day.  \  Noes,  77.    (Division  List  No.  139.) 


Acland -Hood  ,Capt.  Sir  Alex.  F. 
Archdale,  Edward  Mervyn 
Arrol,  Sir  William 
Atkinson,  Kt.  Hon.  John 
Balfour,  Rt.Hn.  A.J.  (Manch'r 
Balfour,  Rt.  Hon.  G.  W.  (Leeds 
Banbury,  Frederick  George 
Barry,RtHnAHSnuth.  (Hunts 
Barton,  Dunbar  Plunket 
Beach,Rt.Hn.SirM.  H.(Bristol) 
Begg,  Fenlinand  Faithful  1 
Bhownaggree,  Sir  M.  M. 
Boscawen,  Arthiu*  Griifith- 
Brodrick,  Rt.  Hon.  St.  John 
Butcher,  John  George 
Cavendish,  R.  F.  (N.  Lane**.) 
Cecil,  Evelyn  (Hertfonl,  East) 
Cecil,  Lonl  Hugh  (Greenwich) 
Chaloner,  Captain  R.  G.  W. 
Chanil>erlain,Kt.  Hon.  J.(Binu. 
Chamberlain,  J .  Austen(  Wore'  r 
Chaplin,  Rt.  Hon.  Henry 
Charrington,  Si)encer 
Chelsea,  Viscount 
Clare,  OctaviiLH  I^ngli 
Cochrane,  Hon.  Thon-H.  A.  E. 
Coghill,  Douglas  Harry 
Cohen,  Benjamin  Louis 
Ceilings,  Rt.  Hon.  Je.s*<e 
Conipton,  I^nl  Alwyne 
Cooke,C.  W.  RadeliJRe  ( Heref  d) 
Cor bett, A. Cameron  ((ilasgow) 
Cuhitt,  Hon.  Henry 
Curzon,  VlHcount 
Dalkeith,  Earl  of 
Dalrj'mple,  Sir  (Miarle* 
Denny,  Colonel 
Digby,  John  K.  I).  WingHeld- 
Dlsraeli,  Coningsby  Ralph 
Dorington,  Sir  Jolin  Edwanl 
Doughty,  George 
Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers*- 


AYES. 

Dnnconibe,  Hon.  Hubert  V. 
Fellowas,  Hon.  Ailwyn  Edw. 
Finch,  (Jeor«j:e  H. 
Finlay,  Sir  Robert  Bannatj'ne 
Fisher,  William  Hayes 
Fitz  Wygram,  General  Sir  F. 
Flannery,  Sir  Fortescue 
Fletcher,  Sir  Henrj' 
Flower,  Ernest 
Folkestone,  Viscount 
Forster,  Henry  William 
Foster,  Colonel  (Lancaster) 
(ieilge,  Sydney 
Gib&ms,  J.  Lloyd 
Go«lson,Sir  A  ugustusFrederick 
(ioldsworthy,  Major-General 
Gordon,  Hop.  John  Edward 
(iorst,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  John  Eldon 
(4o^chen,Rt.Hn.G.  (St  George's 
Goschen,  George  J.  (Sussex) 
(youlding,  Edward  Alfi^ 
Graham,  Henry  Robert 
(ireen,Walford  D.(AVednesb'rj' 
Greene,  Henry  D.  (Shrewsburj') 
Greene,  W.  Raymond-  (Cambs. ) 
Gretton,  John 
Gull,  Sir  Cameron 
Hamilton,Rt.Hn.  Lord  George 
Henderson,  Alexander 
Hill,  Arthur  (Down,  West) 
Houldsworth,  Sir  Wm.  Henrj* 
Howell,  William  Tudor 
Hubbard,  Hon.  Evelyn 
Jebb,  Richard  Clavefhouse 
Johnston,  William  (Belfast) 
Johnstone,  Hej'M'Ood  (Sussex) 
Kenyon,  James 
Kenyon-Slanev,  Col.  ^yilliam 
Keflwick,  Wilfiam 
Knowles,  Lees 

LawTence,SirE.  Dumlng-(Com 
LawTence,  Wm.  F.  (Liveq)Ool) 


Lees,  Sir  Elliott  (Birkenhead) 
Leigli- Bennett,  Henry  Currie 
Llewel>ni,SirDill\vyn(Swanse*t 
Long,R't.  Hn.  Walter(LiveriK>ol 
Loyd,  Archie  Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell,  William 
Macartney,  W.  G.  Ellison 
Macdona,  John  Cumming 
Maclver,  David  (Liveri>oul) 
Maclure,  Sir  John  William 
M 'Arthur,  Charles  (Liverpool) 
M'Killop,  James 
Martin,  Richanl  Biddulph 
MiddlemoreJohnThrogmortun 
Milner,  Sir  Fretlerick  George 
Moore,  Williiwn  (Antrim,  N.) 
MoiTell,  (ieorge  Herliert 
Morton,ArthurH.A.(Deptforil 
Mount,  William  (teorge 
Murray,RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray,  Charles  J.  (Coventrv) 
Murniv,  Col.  Wyndham  (Bath) 
Nicol,  Donald  Ninian 
Northcote,  Hon.Sir  H.  Stallbnl 
Orr-Ewing,  Charles  Lindsny 
Pease,  Herliert  P.  (Darlington) 
Percy,  Earl 
Pieqioint,  Roljert 
Pilkmgton,  Richard 
PoUocK,  Harry  Fretlerick 
Powell,  Sir  Francis  Sharp 
Pretyman,  Ernest  (ieorge 
Purvis,  Rol)ert 
Rentoul,  James  Alexander 
Richanlson,SirThos.(Hartlep*l 
Ritchie,Rt.  Hn.Cha.s.  Tltomsou 
Robertson,  Herbert  (Hackney) 
Russell,  T.  W.  (Tyrone) 
Rutherfonl,  John 
Ryder,  John  Uerljert  Dudley 
Saasoon,  Sir  Eiiward  Alliert 
Scoble,  Sir  Andrew  Richard  > 
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Seely,  Charlcn  Hilton 
Seton-Karr,  Henrj* 
*Sulel)ottom,Willuiiu(I)erbys*h. 
Smith,  Hon.  W.  F.  1).  (Stmnd) 
Stanley,  Hon.  A.  (Dnunkirk) 
Stanley,  Lonl  (Lanes.) 
Stephen.^  Henrj'  Charles 
Stewart  ,Sir  Mark  J.  M*Ta«;gart 
StrauKH,  Arthur 
Strutt,  Hon.  (^harle:*  He<ney 
Talhot,  lA>nl  E.  (Chichester) 
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Talhot,Rt.Hn.J.G.(Ox'a.Un%-. 
ToniUnson,AVni.  Etlw.  Murray 
Valentia,  Viscount 
Wanl,  Hon.  Rol)ert  A.  (Crewe) 
Warr,  Aujnistus  Frederick 
Wehster,  Sir  R.  E.  (I.  Wight) 
Welby,  Lieut.. Col.  A.  C.  E. 
Went  worth,  Bruce  C.  Vernon 
Wliitniore,  Charles  Algernon 
Willianis,  Colonel  R.  (Dorset) 
Williams,  Joseph  PoweU-(  Binn 
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Willox,  Sir  John  Archibald 
Wilson,  John  (Falkirk) 
Wilson-TotUl,Wm.  H.  (Yorks.) 
Wyndhani,  Geor»j^e 
Wyvill,  Marmadukc  D'Arcy 
Young,  Connuander  (Berks.E.^ 

Tellers  for  the  Ayes— Mr. 
Sir  William  Walrond  and 
Mr.  Anstruther. 


Aslier,  Alexamler 

Ash  ton,  Thomas  (vair 

Anquith,  Rt.  Hon.  Herljert  Hy. 

Bartley,(ieor|xe(\T. 

Be;iuinunt,  M  ent worth  C.  B. 

Billson,  Alfre<l 

Bowles,  T.  (iil)son  ( Lj*nn  Regis) 

Broailhurst,  Henry 

Bryce,  Rt.  Hon.  James 

CuKlwell,  James 

Causton,  Richanl  Knight 

Cawley,  Frederick 

('luutning,  Francis  Allston 

(Hark,  Dr.  (i.  B.  (Caithness-sh. 

(.roK"^,  Alexander  (Glasgow) 

Daly,  James 

Davies,  M.  Vaughan-((  'anligan 

Dilke,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Charles 

Doogan,  P.  C. 

Doughus  Charles  M.  (Lanark) 

Evans,  Samuel  T.  (<Tlamorgan 

Ferguson,  R.  C.  Munro  (Leith 

Godiiard,  Daniel  Ford 

(xunlon,  Sir  Wm.  Brampton 

Harcourt,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  \Vm. 

Harwooil,  (ieorge 

Hazell,  Walter 


NOES. 

Hethler>vick,  Thos.  Charles  H. 
Hemphill,  Rt.  Hon.  Charles  H. 
Holland,  Wm.  H.  (York,  W.R. 
Homiiuan,  Freilerick  John 
Humphrevs-Owen,  Aithur  C. 
Kay.Shut*tlew*th,Rt.Hn.SirU. 
Lawson,SirWilfrid(Cumli'land 
Leuty,  Thonuis  Richmond 
Lougli,  Thomas 
Lvell,  Sir  Leonard 
Macaleese,  Daniel 
M'(;hee,  Richard 
M'LeoiI,  .lohn 

Mendl,  Sigismund  Ferdinand 
Montagu,  Sir  S.  (Whitechai)el 
Morgan,  J.  Llovd  (Carmarthen 
Morton,  Edw.  J.  C.(Devonport 
Moulton,  John  Fletcher 
Nussey,  Thomas  Willans 
O'Brien,  Patrick  (Kilkenny) 
Oldroyd,  Mark 
Pearson,  Sir  M'eetman  D. 
Pea.se,  Alfred  E.  (Cleveland) 
Pease,  Joseph  A.  (Northumb.) 
Philipps,  John  Wynford 
Pine,  Duncan  V. 
Price,  Robert  John 


Provaml,  Andrew  Drj'burgh 
Reckitt,  Harold  James 
Richardson,  J.  (Durham,  S.E.) 
Rickett,  J.  Compton 
Rol)erts,  John  H.  (Denbighs.) 
Sanmel  J.  (Stockton  on  Tees) 
Shaw,  Thomas  (Hawick  B.) 
Sinclair,  Capt.  John  (Forfarsh. 
Smith,  Samuel  (Flint) 
Soames,  Arthur  Wellesley 
Steadman,  William  Charles 
Stevenson,  Francis  S. 
Sullivan,  Donal  (Westmeath) 
Tennant,  Harold  John 
Thomas,  David  Alf.  (Merthyr) 
Trevelyan,  Charles  Philips 
Wedderburn,  Sir  William 
Williams,  JohnCar^ell (Notts. 
Wilson,  Fredk.  W.  (Norfolk) 
Wilson,  John  (Govan) 
Wilson,  J.  W.(Worcester8h.  N. 
Wilson,  Jos.  H.  (Middlesbrough 
Wooils,  Samuel 

Tellers  for  the  Noes— 
Mr.  Herbert  Gladstone  and 
Mr.  M'Arthur. 


Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUK  :  It  will  be  neces- 
sary, at  the  commencement  of  business  on 
Friday,  to  move  the  Suspension  of  the 
Standing  Orders  to  allow  proceedings  in 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  to  be  con- 
tinned  or  entei-ed  upon  after  midnight* 
though  opposed.  Not  that  I  anticipate 
that  the  motion  will  have  operative  effect. 
I  hope  that  the  business  will  1x3  disjwsed 
of  l)efore  midnight. 


Govenmient  Bill  will  l)e  deferred  in  any 
case  till  Monday  next.  I  suppose  there 
will  be  no  objection  to  my  putting  down 
the  Report  of  Supply  after  the  Colonial 
Loans  Fund  Bill. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again 
To-morrow. 


SUPREME  COURT  (APPEALS)  BILL 

[Lords]. 


In  reply  to  a  question  by  Mr.  Asciuith,        Considered  in  Committee. 


.Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  said  :  The  only 
other  impoitant  business  will  })e  the 
Second  Residing  of  the  Colonial  Loans 
Fund   Bill.      It   is  rather  important  on 


(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed — 


public  grounds  that   this  Bill  should  not  ^. 

,  ,  ,  ,        1        rwii        T       ,  "  That  Clause  1,  as  amended,  stand  part  of 

bo    very    long    deuiyed      The    London    the  Bill." 


427 


Fmtories  ami 


{COMIVIONS} 


JForkshaps  Bill, 


428 


Mr.  SAMUEL  EVANS  (Glamorgan, 
Mid)  objected  to  the  Bill  on  the  ground 
that  it  would  tend  to  weaken  the 
Court  of  Appeal.  The  Court  of  Appeal 
was  at  present  presided  over  by  three 
judges,  and  without  any  good  reason  the 
'Government  were  proposing  to  make  it 
possible  for  two  judges  to  act  instead  of 
three.  There  was  already  a  provision  in 
the  Judicature  Act  which  enabled  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  upon  an  emergency,  to 
send  one  of  the  most  eminent  judges  of 
the  Queen's  Bench  or  the  Chancery 
Division  to  the  Court  of  Appeal.  This 
.provision  would  cover  any  emergency. 
The  Bill  was  in  his  opinion  a  very  mis- 
chievous one,  and  one  for  which  no  case 
had  been  made  out. 

Dr.  CLAEK  (Caithness)  said  it  was 
imagined  that  Conservative  Governments 
always  conserved,  but  the  present  Unionist 
■Government  was  of  a  most  revolutionary 
character.     He  moved  to  report  Progress. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again 
To-morrow. 


SOLICITORS  BILL  [Lords]. 

As  amended,  considered;  an  Amend- 
ment made ;  Bill  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  with  an  Amendment. 


BILL  INTRODUCED. 


FACTORIES  AND  WORKSHOPS. 

Bill  to  amend  the  law  relating  to 
factories  and  workshops,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Tennant,  Sir  Charles 
Dilke,  Mr.  John  Burns,  Sir  John  Stirling- 
Maxwell,  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton,  Mr. 
Haldane,  Mr.  M^Kenna,  and  Mr.^  Lionel 
Holland. 

FACTORIES   AND   WORKSHOPS   BILL. 

"  To  amend  the  law  relating  to  factories 
and  workshops,"  presented  accordingly, 
and  read  the  first  time ;  to  be  read  a 
second  time  upon  Thursday,  1st  June, 
and  to  be  printed.     (Bill  191.) 

House  adjourned  at  half  after  Twelve 
of  the  clock. 
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JONEffS  DIVORCE  BILX.     [Lords.] 

A  witnon  ordorod  to  attend. 

Petition  of  Charlotte  Jane  Jones,  of 
St.  Helen's^  Dalkey,  in  the  County  of 
Dublin,  that  substituted  service  of  a  copy 
of  the  Bill  be  made  upon  Robert  Colvill 
Jones  and  Ffolliot  Jones,  cousins  of 
Robert  Colvill  Jones,  the  husband  of  the 
said  Charlotte  Jane  Jones  ;  and  that  the 
depositions  of  A.  M.  Harry,  Jagesvari 
alias  Bi^i,  and  Anupa,  taken  on  commis- 
sion in  Indlia  in  pursuance  of  Orders  of 
the  Queen's  Bench  Matrimonial  Division 
of  the  High  Court  of  Justice  in  Ireland 
dated  the  16th  of  January,  1889,  and  the 
29th  of  March,  1899,  be  received  in  evi- 
dence on  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill, 
or  that  in  the  alternative  the  examination 
of  the  said  A.  M.  Harry,  Jagesvari  alias 
Bigili,  and  Anupa,  touching  the  allega- 
taons  mentioned  in  the  petition,  be  taken 
in  India,  and  that  a  proper  warrant  or 
warrants  be  issued  for  that  purpose ;  con- 
sidered (according  to  order) :  Counsel 
called  in  :  A  Witness  examined :  Bill  to 
be  read  2f*  on  Tuesday  next :  The  usual 
oxdera  made :  Ordered,  that  service  of  a 
copy  of  the  Bill,  and  of  the  Order  for  the 
Second  Reading  thereof,  upon  the  said 
Robert  Colvill  Jones  and  Ffolliot  Jones, 
be  deemed  as  good  service  of  the  said 
Bill  and  Order  as  if  the  same  had  been 
pKiKmally  served  upon  the  said  Robert 
Ckilville  Jonei^  the  husband  of  the  said 
Charlotte  Jane  Jones :  Ordered,  that  the 
said  depositions  of  A  M.  Harry,  Jages- 
vari alias  Bigili,  and  Anupa,  be  received 
in  evidence  on  the  Second  Reading  of 
theBiU. 


Thk  LORDCH  ANCELLOR  acquainted 
the  House  that  the  Clerk  of  the  Parlia- 
ments had  laid  upon  the  Table  the  Cer- 
tificates from  the  Examiners  that  the 
further  Standing  Orders  applicable  to  the 
following  Bills  have  been  complied  with : — 

TAFP  vale  RAILWAY. 

lisburn  town  commissioners. 

scunthorpe   urban    district 
gas  and  water. 

TOK  LXXL         [FouBTH  Series.] 


And  also  the  Certificates  that  the 
Standing  Orders  applicable  to  the  follow- 
ing Bills  have  been  complied  with — 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT  PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER  CONFIRMA- 
TION (LONDON).    [Lords.] 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT  PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER  CONFIRMA- 
TION (LIVERPOOL).    [Lords.] 

The  same  were  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
Table. 

SALFORD  CORPORATION  BILL.   [Lonla.] 

The  Queen's  Consent  signified ;  and  Bill 
reported  from  the  Select  Committee  with 
Amendments. 

ALL  SAINTS'  CHURCH  (CARDIFF)  BILL. 

[Lords.] 

Reported  with  Amendments. 

NUNEATON  AND  CHILVERS  COTON 
URBAN  DISTRICT  COUNCIL  WATER 
BILL. 

Reported  with  Amendments. 

VALE     OF     GLAMORGAN     RAILWAY 

BILL 

Reported  without  Amendment. 

WOODHOUSE      AND       CONISBROUGH 
RAILWAY    (ABANDONMENT)    BILL. 

Reported  with  an  Amendment. 

PORT  TALBOT  RAILWAY  AND  DOCKK 
BILL    [Lords.] 

Reported  with  Amendments. 

COLONIAL     AND     FOREIGN      BANKS 
GUARANTEE    FUND    BILL.    [Lords.] 

Committee  to  meet  on  Monday  next. 

BRIGHTON     MARINE     PALACE     AND 
PIER    BILL.      [Lord*.] 

Committee  to  meet  on  Monday  next. 

TENTERDEN    RAILWAY    BILL. 
Committee  to  meet  on  Monday  next. 

FURNESS  RAILWAY  BILL.    [Lords.] 
Committee  to  meet  on  Monday  next. 

BTRETFORD  GAS  BILL.    [Lordr.] 
Committee  to  m^t  on  Monday  next. 

BRIGG    URBAN    DISTRICT   GAS    BILL. 
Committee  to  meet  on  Monday  next. 

GREAT     NORTHERN     AND     STRAND 
RAILWAY     BILL. 

Read  2*,  and  committed;  the  Com- 
mittee to  be  proposed  by  the  Committee 
of  Selection. 
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LONDON,     BRIGHTON.     AND     SOUTH 
COAST  RAILWAY  (PENSIONS)  BILL. 

Bead  2^,  and  committed. 

SHOTLEY    BRIDGE    AND    CONSETT 
DISTRICT    GAS    BILL. 

Read  2^,  and  committed. 

WISHAW    WATER    BILL.       [Lords.] 

Read  3^,  and  passed,  and  sent  to  the 
Commons. 

HAMPSTEAD    CHURCH     (EMMANUEL, 
WEST    END)    BILL.      [Lords]. 

Read  3^,  and  passed,  and  sent  to  the 
Commons. 

GAINSBOROUGH      URBAN      DISTRICT 
COUNCIL    (GAS)    BILL.      [Lords.] 

Read  3^,  and  passed,  and  sent  to  the 
Commons. 

GREAT     YARMOUTH     WATER     BILL. 

[Lords.] 

Read  3^,  and  passed,  and  sent  to  the 
Commons. 

LEIGH-ON-SEA    URBAN    DISTRICT 
COUNCIL    BILL.    [Lords.] 

Read     3^,    Amendments     made,    Bill 
passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

DUNDEE  GAS.  TRAMWAYS,  AND 
EXTENSION  BILL.  [Lords.]  Now  DUN- 
DEE GAS,  STREET  IMPROVEMENTS, 
AND    TRAMWAYS    BILL.    [Lords.] 

Reaxl  3^,  and  passed,  and  sent  to  the 
Commons. 

HORSFORTH  URBAN  DISTRICT  COUN- 
CIL WATER  BILL. 

Read   3*,  with   the  Amendments,  and 
passed,  and  returned  to  the  Commons. 

AYR  BURGH  BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons ;  read  1* ; 
and  referred  to  the  Examiners. 

GAS  LIGHT  AND  COKE  COMPANY 

BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons ;  read  1* ; 
and  referred  to  the  Examiners. 

GREAT  CENTRAL  RAILW^AY  BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons ;  read  1* ; 
and  referred  to  the  Examiners. 

KENSINGTON  AND  NOTTING  HILL 
ELECTRIC  LIGHTING  BILL. 

Brought  fuom  the  Commons ;  read  1« ; 
and  referred  to  the  Examiners. 


SOUTHEASTERN  AND  LONDON,  CHAT- 
HAM, AND  DOVER  RAILWAY  COM- 
PANIES  BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons ;  read  l"  : 
and  referred  to  the  Examiners. 

SOUTH-EASTERN  RAILWAY  BILL, 

Brought  from  the  Commons ;  read  1«  ; 
and  referred  to  the  Examiners. 

DUBLIN  IMPROVEMENT  (BULL  ALLEY 

AREA)  BILL. 

Returned  from  the  Commons  with  the 
Amendments  agreed  to. 

BRISTOL  FLOODS   PREVENTION  BILL. 

[Lords.] 

Returned  from  the  Commons  agreed  to, 
with  Amendments :  The  said  Amendments 
considered,  and  agreed  to. 

PERTH     WATER,    POLICE,    AND     GAS 

BILL.     [Lords.] 

Returned  from  the  Commons  agreed  to, 
with  an  Amendment :  The  said  amendment 
considered,  and  agreed  to. 

LOUGHBOROUGH  CORPORATION 
BILL.     [Lords.] 

Reported  from  the  Select  Committee 
with  Amendments. 

SOUTH  ESSEX  WATER  BILL.    [LonU.] 

Report  from  the  Select  Committee, 
That  it  is  not  expedient  to  proceed  further 
with  the  Bill. 

CALEDONIAN  RAILWAY  (GENERAL 
POWERS)  BILL.    [Lords.] 

Report  from  the  Select  Committee^ 
That  the  Committee  had  not  proceeded 
with  the  consideration  of  the  Bill,  the 
opposition  thereto  having  been  withdrawn ; 
read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table : 
The  orders  made  on  the  6th  and  24th 
of  March  last  discharged ;  and  Bill 
committed. 

ROCHDALE  CANAL  BILL.    [Lords.] 

Report  from  the  Select  Committee, 
That  the  Committee  had  not  proceeded 
with  the  consideration  of  the  Bill,  no 
parties  having  appeared  in  opposition 
thereto ;  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on 
the  Table :  The  orders  made  on  the  2nd 
of  March  and  Friday  last  discharged ;  and 
Bill  committed. 

MARYPORT  HARBOUR  BILL.    [Lords.] 
The  orders  made  on  the  2nd  instant 
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and  Tuesday  last,  appointing  certain 
Lords  the  Select  Committee  to  consider 
the  Bill,  discharged. 

NORTH-EASTERN   RAILWAY  BILL. 

[Lords.] 

Report  from  the  Committee  of  Selec- 
tion, That  the  Lord  Ventry  be  proposed 
to  the  House  as  a  member  of  the  Select 
Committee  in  the  place  of  the  Lord 
Wrottesley  ;  read,  and  agreed  to. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT  PROVI- 
SIONAL  ORDER  CONFIRMATION 
(LONDON)  BILL.    [Lords.] 

To  be  read  2^  on  Monday  next. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT  PROVI- 
SIONAL  ORDER  CONFIRMATION 
(LIVERPOOL)  BILL.    [Lords.] 

To  be  read  2^  on  Monday  next. 

ELECTRIC     LIGHTING     PROVISIONAL 
ORDER  (No.  9)  BILL.    [Lords.] 

Read  2*  (according  to  order). 

PILOTAGE  PROVISIONAL  ORDER  BILL. 

Bead  2^  (according  to  order),  and  com- 
mitted :  The  Committee  to  be  proposed 
by  the  Committee  of  Selection. 

METROPOLITAN  COMMON  SCHEME 
(HARROW  WEALD)  PROVISIONAL 
ORDER  BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons ;  read  1^ ; 
to  be  printed;  and  referred  to  the 
Examiners.     (No.  89.) 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 


EDUCATION  (SCOTLAND). 

Oeneral  Report  by  the  Chief  Inspector 
of  the  Southern  Division  of  Scotland,  for 
the  year  1898. 

TRADE  REPORTS. 
I.  Annual  Series: 

No.  2255.  Russia  (Odessa). 

No.  2256.  United  States  (New 
York). 

No.  2257.  United  States  (Galves- 
ton). 

No.  2251.  China  (Shashih). 

IL  Miscellaneous  Series : 

No.  503.  Commercial  education  in 
Italy. 


PRISONS    (TREATMENT    OF    DEBTOR 
PRISONERS  UNDER  NEW  RULES). 

Circular,  dated  25th  April,  1899, 
addressed  to  Judges  of  County  Courts, 
by  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  calling 
attention  to  the  changes  made  by  the 
rules  under  Section  6  (3)  of  the  Prison 
Act,  1898,  with  regard  to  the  treatment 
of  debtor  prisoners. 

PRISON  ACT,  1898. 

Circular,  dated  25th  April,  1899, 
addressed  to  the  Chairman  of  each  Bench 
of  Magistrates,  calling  attention  to  the 
Prison  Act,  1898,  and  the  rules  made 
under  it. 

NAVY  (HYDROGRAPHER'S  REPORT). 

Report  on  Admiralty  Surveys,  for  the 
year  1898,  by  the  Hydrographer. 

TRADE. 

Annual  Statement  of  Trade  of  LTnited 
Elingdom  with  Foreign  Countries  and 
British  Possessions  for  1898,  compared 
with  the  four  preceding  years. 

SOUTH  AMERICA  (COMMERCIAL 
MISSION). 

Reports  received  from  Mr.  T.  Worth- 
ington,  the  Special  Commissioner  ap- 
pomted  by  the  ^oard  of  Trade  to  inquire 
into  and  report  upon  the  conditions  and 
prospects  of  British  trade  in  certain  South 
American  countries.  Sixth  Report. — 
Uruguay. 

Presented  [by  command],  and  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  Table. 

INDIA 

I.  Estimate  of  revenue  and  expenditure 
of  the  Government  of  India,  for  the  year 
1898-99,  compared  with  the  results  of 
1897-98. 

II.  Finance  and  revenue  accounts  of 
the  (Government  of  India,  for  the  year 
1897-98. 

III.  Home  accounts  of  the  Government 
of  India. 

GREENWICH  HOSPITAL  AND 
TRAVERS'  FOUNDATION. 

Statement  of  the  estimated  income  and 
expenditure  of  Greenwich  Hospital  and 
of  Travers'  Foundation  for  1899^1 900. 

SUPERANNUATION. 

Treasury  Minute,  dated  2nd  May  1899, 
declaring  that  Thomas  Benson,  chief  mate, 
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Bevenue  cruiser,  "  Vigilant,"  in  the  service 
of  the  Commissioners  of  Customs,  was 
appointed  without  a  Civil  Service  certifi- 
cate through  inadvertance  on  the  part  of 
the  head  of  his  Department. 

IMPERIAL  DEFENCE. 

Account  of  all  moneys  issued  from  the 
Consolidated  Fund,  of  sums  borrowed, 
and  of  transactions  in  relation  to  sums  so 
borrowed,  up  to  31st  March  1899,  in 
pursuance  of  the  Imperial  Defence  Act, 
1888. 

NATIONAL   SCHOOL    TEACHERS  (IRE- 
LAND) PENSIONS  FUND. 

Annual  accounts  of  receipts  and  pay- 
ments for  the  period  to  31st  December, 
1898. 

Laid  before  the  House  (pursuant  to 
Act)  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 


METROPOLITAN   WATER   COMPANIES 

BILL. 

House  to  be  in  Committee  on  Tuesday 
next. 

CONGESTED  DISTRICTS  (SCOTLAND) 
ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL  [Lords]. 

A  Bill  to  amend  the  Congested 
Districts  (Scotland)  Act,  1897,  was  pre- 
sented by  the  Lord  Balfour ;  read  1« ; 
and  to  be  printed.     (No.  88.) 

ANCHORS  AND   CHAIN  CABLES  BILL. 

To  be  read  2»  on  Monday  next :  (The 
Earl  of  Dudley). 

PUBLIC  LIBRARIES  (SCOTLAND)  ACTS 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 

Read  2*  (according  to  order),  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
House  on  Monday  next. 

SOLICITORS  BILL  [Lords]. 

Returned  from  the  Committee  agreed 
to,  with  Amendments :  The  said  Amend- 
ments, to  be  printed.     (No.  87.) 

ALLOTMENTS  (LONDON)  BILL  [Lords]. 

Second  Reading. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

Earl  CARRINGTON  :  The  Bill  which 
I  move  shall  be  read  a  second  time  is 
identically   the    same  as    that  which   I 


brought  in  last  year,  and  which  was  then 
thrown  out  by  a  majority  of  87  to  25. 
I  need  hardly  detain  the  House  by  going 
into  the  merit^  of  the  Bill  again.  I  need 
only  say  that  we  have  14,000  acres  of 
land  which  is  fit  for  cultivation  in  the 
County  of  London,  and  which  could  be 
profitably  cultivated.  Under  the  present 
conditions,  as  we  are  unable  to  let  any- 
thing under  an  acre,  under  the  Small 
Holmngs  Act  of  1892,  we  are  at  a  great 
disadvantage.  We  are  obliged  to  let  an 
acre,  which  is  afterwards  sub-let,  which  is 
a  great  evil,  and  prevents  us  letting  the 
land  as  we  wish  to  do.  Your  Lordships 
are  aware  that  the  Land  Acts  of  1887  and 
1890  do  not  apply  to  the  County  of 
London,  and  if  the  House  would  be  good 
enough  to  give  the  power  to  do  so,  we 
could,  I  think,  double  the  number  of  our 
allotments.  I  do  not  think  that  I  am 
asking  a  great  favour  on  behalf  of  the 
County  Council  when  I  ask  that  this 
power  should  be  given,  because  I  must 
remind  the  House  that  the  County 
Council  have  been  able  to  carry  through 
the  Blackwall  Tunnel  (without  the  loss 
of  a  single  life) ;  have  added  1,000  acres 
to  the  public  parks,  re-organised  and  re- 
equipped  the  Fire  Brigade,  and  added  to 
the  number  of  the  Brigade  400  men,, 
which  is  an  amount  equal  to  a  regiment 
of  Life  Guards;  have  taken  over  the 
tramways  and  reduced  the  hours,  and 
increased  the  wages  of  the  men;  have 
cleared  the  sewage  out  of  the  Thames 
so  that  fish  come  20  miles  further  up 
stream  than  they   did    before;  and  are 

foing  to  make  our  tunnel  at  Rother- 
ithe;  and  will  soon  commence  the  im- 
provement of  the  great  street  between 
liolbom  and  the  Strand.  All  this  has 
been  done  at  no  great  expense  to  the 
ratepayers,  because  the  rate  has  been 
reduced  by  one  halfpenny  this  year.  I 
submit,  therefore,  to  the  House,  that  the 
County  Council  are  not  asking  for  a  duty 
to  be  imposed  upon  them  which  they 
cannot  perform,  and  I  ask  this  House  to 
allow  us  to  let  to  a  solvent  and  indus- 
trious artisan  one-tenth  of  an  acre  of  land 
instead  of  restricting  us  to  letting  not 
less  than  one  acre.  I  beg  to  move  the 
Second  Reading  of  this  Bill. 

Moved — 

**  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2a." 

♦The  Earl  of  ONSLOW:  I  do  not 
desire  to  interpose  between  the  House  and 
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the  noble  Lord  who  represents  the  Local 
Government  Board,  but  as  I  am  Chairman 
of  the  Allotments  Committee  of  the  County 
Council,  I  might  say  I  was  rather  sur- 
prised to  hear  the  noble  Earl  hang  on 
to  this  measure  an  enumeration  of  all 
the  great  deeds  which  the  County  Council 
have  done,  which  have  nothing  to  do  with 
this  BilL  The  object  which  the  noble 
Earl  has  in  view  is  a  very  simple  one. 
The  County  Council  have  no  power  to  let 
less  than  one  acre,  and  if  they  wish  to  let 
allotments  of  under  one  acre  they  are 
obliged  to  avail  themselves  of  the  services 
of  a  middleman.  In  order  to  achieve  that 
end,  the  noble  Earl  brings  in  a  Bill  of  five 
pages  and  sixteen  clauses,  and  it  seems  to 
me  it  would  have  been  extremely  easy 
ior  the  noble  Earl  simply  to  ask  the 
House  to  give  power  to  the  London 
County  Council  to  allot  less  than  one  acre 
of  land.  I  think  it  is  rather  straining 
the  patience  of  this  House  to  bring  in 
this  Bill  in  order  to  derive  such  a  small 
gain.  I  think  the  noble  Earl  could  hardly 
•expect  to  be  able  to  pass  such  a  long  and 
•elaborate  Bill  for  such  a  simple  purpose. 

♦Lord  HARRIS :  The  noble  Earl  has 
deduced  no  further  arguments  on  this 
occasion  than  he  did  last  year  when  he 
attempted  to  pass  a  similar  Bill.  I  am 
able  to  adduce  a  further  strong  argument 
in  favour  of  our  rejecting  the  Bill,  but 
before  I  do  so  I  may  remind  the  House 
of  the  argument  I  put  before  it  last  year. 
It  is  entirely  erroneous  to  suppose  that 
the  allotments  are  in  the  neighbourhood 
of  the  urban  part  of  London.  The  14,000 
acres  are,  I  imagine,  in  the  outskirts  of 
the  County  Council  area,  and  in  these 
outskirts  it  is  quite  possible  and  easy, 
if  there  is  land  available,  and  if 
the  local,  authorities  find  there  is  a 
demand  and  they  are  determined  to  meet 
it,  to  arrange  it.  Requests  have  been 
received  from  Greenwich  and  Charlton 
that  the  powers  of  parish  councils  shall 
be  given  to  them  for  the  purposes  of 
•opening  up  land  for  allotment.  The  only 
vestries  that  have  applied  have  been  given 
those  powers ;  and,  as  far  as  we  know,  in 
the  only  parishes  where  allotments  are 
required  they  are  granted  under  this 
process.  It  is  a  perfectly  simple  process, 
and  there  is  no  necessity  for  bringing  in 
such  a  body  as  the  County  Council  to 
•deal  with  the  matter.  It  is  advantageous 
in  another  way.  If  the  County  Council 
are  given  these  powers  the  costs  will  be 


upon  the  ratepayers  of  London  who  have 
no  interest  in  the  matter  whatever,  instead 
of  the  ratepayers  of  the  parishes  that  are 
concerned.  Then  I  beg  to  remind  this 
House  that  the  powers  which  the  noble 
Earl  now  asks  for  have  been  given  to  no 
county  council  of  England;  and  yet, 
though  the  London  County  Council  is 
distinct  and  different  in  many  ways  from 
the  other  county  councils  of  the  country, 
the  noble  Earl  asks  you  to  give  a  power 
to  them  whicl)  you  have  refused  to  every 
other  county  council  in  England.  The 
last  argument  which  I  would  venture  to 
point  out  to  your  Lordships  against  your 
approving  this  measure  is  that  the  London 
Government  Bill  is  now  before  Parliament, 
and  under  that  Bill  new  areas  are  being 
created  and  new  authorities  are  being 
created  for  their  government,,  and  it 
might  be  possible,  if  Parliament  pleased, 
to  confer  on  any  of  these  authorities  the 
powers  suggested.  If  the  County  Council 
is  in  earnest  in  this  matter  it  is  quite 
possible  for  them  to  procure  that  these 
powers  shall  vest  in  the  new  local  authori- 
ties by  getting  an  Amendment  proposed 
to  that  effect  to  the  Bill  now  occupying 
attention  in  another  place. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  I  fully 
expected  that  the  noble  Lord  would  op- 
pose this  measure.  That  opposition 
arises  out  of  the  incredible  jealousy  which 
exists  against  the  County  Council  of 
London  on  the  part  of  the  Government. 
Is  it,  or  is  it  not,  desirable  for  London 
that  there  should  be  these  facilities  for 
getting  these  allotments  ?  It  could  do  no 
harm  and  it  certainly  might  do  some 
good.  The  noble  Lord  has  told  us  that 
any  parishes  could  apply  to  the  Local 
Government  Board  for  these  powers,  but 
as  a  matter  of  fact  none  have  ever  done 
so.  The  whole  question  is,  whethfr  or 
not  we  think  it  is  desirable  that  there 
should  be  a  convenient  and  specified  mode 
of  giving  these  allotments  where  they 
woiud  be  welcome.  So  far  as  I  can  see 
the  noble  Lord  has  given  us  no  arguments 
of  any  kind  or  description  against  the 
Bill,  and  I  think  the  opposition  is  the 
most  uncalled-for  and  the  most  mis- 
chievous. 

Lord  TWEEDMOUTH:  The  noble 
Earl  has  urged  as  a  reason  for  objecting 
to  this  Bill  that  it  is  long  and  compli- 
cated and  that  the  object  which  is  sought 
to  be  achieved  by  it  could  be  effected  by 
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a  short  Bill.  On  that  ground  I  can  claim 
the  noble  Earl  as  a  supporter  of  this  Bill, 
and  I  have  every  right  to  do  so,  because 
he  was  the  Chairman  of  the  Allotments 
Committee  of  the  County  Council  and  as 
Chairman  of  that  Committee  he  has  given 
his  assent  to  this  very  Bill.  The  Bill 
was  recommended  to  the  Council  by  a 
Committee  of  which  the  noble  Earl  was 
Chairman. 

♦The  Earl  of  ONSLOW :  No,  that 
was  before  I  was  Chairman. 

Lord  TWEEDMOUTH  :  So  far  as  I 
understand  he  has  made  no  protest  what- 
ever against  the  Bill,  and  I  contend  that 
he  is  bound  and  wrapped  up  in  the  Bill 
that  is  now  before  us.  Lord  Harris  has 
said  that  he  cannot  consent  to  this  Bill 
because  the  powers  it  proposes  to  give  to 
the  London  County  Council  are  given  to 
no  others. 

Lord  HARRIS:  I  said  the  powers 
had  been  given  to  no  other  county 
council  in  England  and  therefore  should 
not  be  given  to  the  London  County 
Council. 

Lord  TWEEDMOUTH :  That  is  true, 
but  other  County  Councils  have  powers 
which  the  London  County  Council 
has  not.  They  have  a  power  over 
the  parishes  which  enables  them,  if  the 
parish  fails,  to  deal  with  the  matter — to 
step  over  them  and  deal  with  it  them- 
selves. Should  not  the  same  power  be 
given  to  the  London  County  Council?  If 
these  new  bodies  which  are  going  to  be 
created  are  not  willing  to  deal  with  this 
question  of  allotments,  is  it  not  fair  that 
the  London  County  Council  should  step 
in,  as  the  other  County  Councils  step  in, 
and  deal  with  the  matter?  Another 
argument  I  would  venture  to  use  as  to 
why  it  is  desirable  to  give  these  powers 
to  the  London  County  Council  is,  that 
there  are  constantly  large  plots  of  land 
falling  into  the  hands  of  county  councils 
which  have  to  be  dealt  with  from  time  to 
time.  It  seems  to  me  that  one  of  the 
best  uses  to  which  these  pieces  of  land 
could  be  put  would  be  to  let  them  out  in 
allotments.  I  shall  certednly  vote  for  the 
Second  Beading  of  this  Bill. 

On  Question,  resolved  in  the  negative: — 
Contents,  16;  Not-contents,  58. 

Lord  TweedmouifL 
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Amendments  reported  (according  to 
Order). 

♦The  ARCHBISHOP  of  CANTEEr 
BUBY :  I  propose  to  add  certain  words 
at  the  end  of  Clause  2.  The  Charitable 
Trusts  Act  of  1860  gives  very  large 
powers  indeed  to  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners in  dealing  with  schools  of  less 
annual  value  than  £50.  In  Clause  2  and 
Clause  4  of  this  Bill  they  are  practically 
without  anv  kind  of  control,  and  they 
deal  with  these  matters  according  to  the 
tradition  of  their  own  office,  exercising 
vague  powers  which  belonged  at  one  time 
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to  the  Court  of  Chancery.  They  are  now 
unrestrained  in  whatever  they  ao.  They 
are  not  empowered  to  put  any  scheme 
before  either  House  of  Parliament,  and 
in  fact  they  are  almost  autocratic.  I  do 
not  think  it  does  not  work  well,  but  I 
think  it  is  a  little  risky  to  eive  such 
powers  to  a  political  office  sucn  as  the 
Board  of  Education  must  necessarily  be. 
The  Charity  Commissioners  deal  with  all 
such    cases  according  to  well-established 

frecedents,  and  I  really  cannot  sav  that 
think  we  have  a  right  to  complain  of 
what  thev  have  done  in  this  matter.  But 
I  think  that  there  will  be  a  serious  risk 
that  there  will  be  a  great  deal  of  inter- 
ference with  these  small  endowments 
under  this  new  system.  I  have  no  doubt 
that  there  will  be  very  great  pressure  for 
money.  I  can  sec  that  the  Government 
are  very  anxious  to  make  a  great  system 
of  secondary  education  and  to  do  it 
cheaply,  but  they  will  find  in  certain 
cases  that  they  cannot  do  it  very  cheaply. 
Money  will  be  required,  and  nothing  will 
be  more  natural  than  to  seize  upon  all 
these  small  endowments,  even  where  they 
are  at  present  used  for  elementary  education 
and  belonging  to  the  elementary  schools. 
The  trusts  in  many  cases  have  no  such 
division  as  will  clearlv  ear-mark  them  for 
elementary  education,  and  it  will  be  so 
arranged  that  money  will  be  wanted  to 
provide  cheaper  education  in  elementary 
schools.  To  provide  for  the  removal  of 
the  children  to  the  secondary,  and  later 
on  from  the  secondary  to  the  still  higher 
schools,  a  considerable  sum  of  money 
will  be  wanted,  and  I  think  there  will  be 
great  pressure  brought  to  take  this  money 
from  the  schools  that  now  possess  it  and 
to  assign  it  to  such  purposes  as  I  suggest. 
A  political  body  is  not  quite  the  same 
thing  as  the  Chanty  Commissioners  in 
dealing  with  such  cases.  The  Charity 
Commissioners  do  act  with  certain 
definite  traditions,  and  I  do  not  think  a 
political  body  nnll  always  feel  itself 
bound  to  act  in  the  same  way.  I  fhink, 
further,  that  it  will  be  very  frequently 
argued  that  a  l>etter  provision  is  made  for 
the  elementary  schools,  because  they 
can  come  upon  the  rates.  That  they 
may  be  put  under  the  School  Board 
id  come  under  the  rates,  and  will  not 
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want  the  money,  and  that  that  being  so, 
there  is  no  reason  why  this  money  cannot 
be  seized  upon  and  used  for  the  purposes 
of  secondary  education.  If  that  had 
been  proposed  twenty-five  years  ago,  at 


which  time  the  first  real  movement  was 
made  towards  looking  to  secondary  edu- 
cation, there  would  have  been  much  more 
reason  [than  now,  because  at  this  time  a 
great  many  of  what  I  may  call  vested  in- 
terests have  grown  up.  In  the  mean- 
while, we  have  been  wasting  all  this  time 
in  dealing  with  secondary  education.  A 
good  many  of  these  small  endowments 
are  used  with  good  effect  for  elementary 
education,  and  I  think  it  would  certainly 
be  a  mistake  to  take  them  away  sud- 
denly or  uselessly — take  them  away  from 
the  purposes  for  which  they  are  beings- 
used  at  present.  I  therefore  propose  the 
Amendment,  and  so  far  as  the  form  of  it 
is  concerned,  I  believe  the  noble  Duke 
who  has  charge  of  the  Bill  does  not  object 
to  it.  But  I  cannot  feel  quite  sure  that 
he  will  not  object  to  having  any  Amend- 
ment whatever.  I  do  not  intend  to 
divide  the  House  upon  the  subject,  be- 
cause I  feel  very  strongly  that  the  need 
of  secondary  education  is  so  great  that 
anything  tnat  would  run  the  risk  of 
delaying  the  passing  of  this  measure 
would  do  harm  to  the  country.  I  am  not 
prepared  to  take  the  responsibility  of 
taking  any  step  which  might  lead  to  such 
a  thing  as  that.  But  I  think  the  matter 
well  worthy  of  the  consideration  of  your 
Lordships  and  the  noble  Duke  who  has 
charge  of  this  measure,  and  if  he  cannot 
accept  my  Amendment,  your  Lordships 
will  see  that  I  am  not  proposing  any- 
thing imreasonable  in  the  Amendment  I 
have  the  honour  to  move.  The  proposal 
comes  to  this — that  the  small  endowments 
could  be  put  under  the  same  kind  of  con- 
trol as  the  larger  endowments  are,  under 
the  Endowed  Schools  Acts.  I  want  to 
propose  that  they  shall  be  dealt  with  by 
a  scheme  which  shall  be  under  the  control 
of  either  House  of  Parliament,  and  if  that 
is  so  we  shall  know  where  we  arc,  and  it 
will  enable  us  to  hold  the  account,  and 
will  enable  the  legislature  of  each  House 
to  see  that  there  is  something  like  careful 
consideration  given  to  every  case  of  this 
kind.  I  grant  at  once  that  I  should  have 
great  confidence  in  many  of  the  prece- 
dents of  new  bodies  and  believe  that  they 
would  do  the  right  thing,  but  I  confess 
that  it  may  possibly  be  that  at  some  day 
we  should  get  a  wrong  thing  done,  for 
which  we  should  afterwards  be  extremely 
sorry.  I  therefore  submit  this  Amend- 
ment to  the  House  for  its  consideration,  * 
and  I  do  not  think  it  is  mthout  its  im 
portance. 
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Amendment  moved —  on  the  discussion  of  the  Second  Beading 

« In  Clause  2.  pa^  2,  at  end,  to  insert  •  and  ^^  ^he  Bill  why  I  think  the  pronoiiiice- 
that  any  proposalby  the  Board  of  Education  ments  of  the  most  reverend  l:YeJateare  no* 
to  alter  the  purposes  of  an  educational  en-  altogether  well  founded,  and  also  how  the 
dowment  of  leas  than  fifty  pounds  a  year  powers  of  the  Charity  Gommissioiiers, 
shall  he  subject  to  the  provisions  with  r^pect  ^j,-  j^  are  to  be  transferred  to  the  Educa- 
te schemes  contained  in  Sections  33to36'.  t»j  ^  -_j  u 
and  42  and  43  of  the  Endowed  Schools  Act, !  ^lon  Board,  are  not  exercued  so  mucb 
1869,  and  Section  15  of  the  Endowed  Schools  I  without  restraint  as  the  most  reverend 
Act,  1873.*  "— <77t«  Archbuk4>p  of  Canterbury.)  j  Prelate  seems  to  suppose.  I  wiU  not  enter 

I  now  into  details,  but  full  pablidty  is  to  be 
The  lord  PRESIDENT  of  the  I  given,  and  a  full  opportunity  of  discusa* 
COUNCIL  (The  Duke  of  Devonshire):  i  ing  these  questions,  which  is  the  real  pro- 
I  am  very  far  from  saying  that  the  i  tection  to  endowments  of  this  kind.  If 
Amendment  suggested  by  the  most  rever- 1  up  to  this  time,  the  Charity  Conunis- 
end  Prelate  is  an  unreasonable  one,  but  I  sioners  have  not  dealt  more  largely  than 
hope  that  your  Lordships  will  allow  me  they  have  done  with  the  endowments  de- 
to  state  the  reasonsLwhy  I  cannot  accept  I  voted  to  elementary  education,  and  which, 
it.  This  Bill  does  not  propose  to  deal  in  no  doubt,  might  be  mcfre  usefully  applied 
any  way  with  the  amendment  either  of  the    at  the  present  day  to  other  purposes,  it  ia 


Charitable   Trusts  Act  or  the   Endowed 
Schools  Act.     All  it  does  is  to  substitute 


because  any  diversion  of  the  proposed  e& 
dowments  is  generaUy  the  object  of  strong 
one  administrative  authority,  the  Board  local  opposition.  There  is  no  reason 
of  Education,  for  another  administrative  |  whatever  to  apprehsnd  that  a  board 
authority,  that  is,  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners, in  administering  the  existing  law. 
Both  the  Charitable  Trusts  Act  and  the 


directly  responsible  to  Parliament,  soch  as 
the  Education  Board,  will  be  more  indiffer- 
ent to  such  expressions  of  local  feeling  and 


Endowed  Schools  Act  deal  with  a  great  i  local  opinion  than  the  Charity  Gommis- 
number  of  very  delicate  and  difficult  {  sioners  have  been.  That  is  the  reason  for  the 
questions  affecting  interests  both  of  a  local '  opinion  that  I  hold,  that  the  proposals  of 
and  religious  character,  and,  in  our  i  the  most  reverend  Prelate  are  not  well 
opinion,  it  would  be  a  very  disastrous  >  founded.  On  the  other  hand,  there  are 
proceeding,  by  any  such  proposal  as  that '  cases  in  which  a  diversion  from  the  pui^ 
contained  in  the  Amendment,  to  open  the  <  poses  for  which  the  endowments  are  to  be 
door  to  what  might  become  in  the  other  !  applied  would  be  generally  acceptable  to 
House  of  Parliament,  if  not  in  this,  a  very  I  the  locality  and  the  persons  who  are 
extensive  review  and  revision  of  both  I  chiefly  concerned,  and  it  would  be  ex- 
those  Acts.  I  am  aware  with  regard  >  tremely  inconvenient  if  indealing  with  them 
to  what  I  say  that  there  is  a  noble  and  {  the  new  board  were  to  be  so  hampered 
learned  Lord  opposite  who  has  had  his  ;  and  shackled  as  they  would  be  if  they  had 
attention  called  to  this  question,  who  I  to  follow  the  elaborate  procedure  laid 
would  \ye  prepared,  if  your  Lordships  '  down  by  the  Endowed  Schools  Act,  in 
adopt  any  such  Amendment  as  that  which  I  cases  where  the  scheme  does  not  meet 
has  been  put  on  the.Paper  by  the  most  i  with  any  strong  local  opposition.  It 
reverend  Prelate,  to  call  attention  to  other  ;  would  also  be,  I  think,  unfortunate  if  such 
anomalies  in  the  Charitable  Trusts  and  schemes  as  these,  which  had  been  fully 
Endowed  Schools  Acts,  which  it  would  be  {  considered  with  all  the  advantages  oif 
difficult  to  resist  if  you  once  went  into  a  j  local  knowledge,  were  then  to  be  disposed 
review  of  the  Acts  themselves.  The  object '  of  by  a  chance  vote  of  a  majority  of  this 
of  the  present  Amendment,  as  the  most  i  or  the  other  House,  which  cannot  be 
reverend  Prelate  has  explained,  is  to  protect !  so  well  informed.  My  gravest  objeetion, 
the  smaller  endowments,  which  in  many  '  however,  to  the  introiduction  of  such  an 
cases  are  now  applied  to  the  purposes  of  i  Amendment,  is  that  I  apprehend  it  would 
elementary  education,  from  being  diverted  ■  have  the  effect  of  introducing  into  the 
to  the  purposes  of  secondary  education,  }  further  discussions  of  this  Bill  the  reli- 
and  it  implies  that  the  restrictions  which  '  gious  question,  which  has,  up  to  the  pre- 
the  legislature  has  not  considered  it  '•  sent,  been  entirely  excluded  from  tiie  dis- 
necessary  to  impose  upon  the  action  of  cussion.  We  have  endeavoured,  and  I 
the  Charity  Commissioners  ought  to  be  !  believe,  with  success,  to  ahsolutely  exclude 
imposed  upon  the  action  of  the  Education  the  religious  question  from  this  Bill,  and 
Board.      I  have  endeavoured  to  point  out  <  the  acceptance  of  this  Amendment^  which 
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18  obviously  moved  in  the  interest  of  | 
voluntary  and  denominational  schools 
would,  I  fear,  have  the  effect  of  intro- 
ducing the  religious  element.  I  have  satis- 
fied myself  that  there  is  no  ground  for 
.the  apprehensions  which  were  expressed 
the  other  day  by  the  noble  Marquess 
opposite  and  the  most  reverend  Prelate  as 
to  the  preference  of  the  free  school  with 
the  conscience  clause  or  without.  When  we 
«ome  to  that  clause  I  can  explain  it  more 
at  large,  but  the  most  reverend  Prelate 
need  have  no  reason  to  apprehend  that  this 
Bill  will  introduce  any  prejudicial  diffe- 
i^nce  of  treatment  between  those  schools 
which  do  and  those  which  do  not  provide 
religious  education.  The  religious  ques- 
tion has  up  to  the  present  time  been  abso- 
lutely excluded,  and  I  think  it  would  be  a 
subject  of  great  regret  if  by  the  accept- 
ance of  this  Amendment,  which  is  moved 
in  the  interests  of  certain  denominational 
schools,  any  nsk  were  incurred  of  the 
introduction  of  the  religious  question  into 
the  further  discussions.  I  have  no  reason 
to  think  that  this  measure,  when  it  has 
passed  through  this  House,  will  meet  with 
any  serious  opposition  in  the  other  House. 
But  if  it  does  run  any  danger  of  not 
becoming  law  this  year  it  is  on  account  of 
the  possible  want  of  sufficient  time  for 
its  discussion  in  the  other  House,  and  I 
am  quite  certain  anything  which  would 
opea  the  door  to  discussions  in  another 
place  upon  the  cpiestion  of  the  amendment 
of  the  Charitable  Trusts  Act  and  Endowed 
^hools  Act,  and,  still  more,  any  amend- 
ment capable  of  introducing  discussions 
upon  religious  questions,  would  so  pro- 
tract the  debates  as  greatly  to  endanger 
the  chances  of  the  Bill  passing  into  law 
during  the  present  Session.  I  was,  there- 
fore, very  glad  to  hear  the  most  reverend 
Prelate  say  he  was  not  prepared  to  divide 
the  House  upon  the  Amendment,  because 
I  believe  that  such  a  course  would  have 
been  most  prejudicial  to  the  passing  of 
this  Bill. 

Amendment,  by  leave  of  the  House, 
withdrawn. 

*LoRD  DAVEY,  who  had  the  following 
Amendment  on  the  Paper : — 

"  After  Clause  8  to  inHert  the  following  clause 
— 'The  Cliarity  ('oiiiiiUAsionerH  for  England  and 
Wales,  and  aifter  a  trannfer  of  their  powers 
under  this  Act,  the  Board  of  Education,  shall 
have  the  same  power  of  making  schemes  with 
respect  to  elementary  schools  exempted  from 
the  Endowed  Schools   Acts  by  Section  8  (6) 


of  the  Endowed  Schools  Act,  1869,  and  Section 
3  of  the  Endowed  Schools  Act,  1873,  where 
the  annual  income  from  endowments  of  such 
schools  exceeds  fifty  pounds  but  does  not 
exceed  one  hundred  pounds,  as  may  be  exer- 
cised by  them  with  respect  to  similar  schools 
the  income  whereof  from  endowments  does  not 
exceed  fifty  pounds.' " 

said :  I  have  an  Amendment  on  the  Paper 
for  the  purpose  of  remedying  one  of  those 
anomalies  referred  to  by  the  noble  Duke. 
By  some  oversight  there  is  no  power  in 
any  body  to  make  schemes  for  elemen- 
tary schools  with  an  income  from  endow- 
ments between  £50  and  £100,  and  I 
think  whenever  an  opportunity  occurs 
that  anomaly  ought  to  be  corrected. 
But  after  what  the  noble  Duke  has  said  as 
to  the  danger  to  the  Bill  in  another 
place,  and  his  desire  not  to  introduce  into 
this  Bill  any  amendment  which  may 
result  in  the  general  review  of  the 
Charitable  Tnists  Act  and  the  Endowed 
Schools  Act,  I  shall  not  press  it. 

Bill  to  be  read  3^  on  Monday  next. 

MONEY-LENDING  BILL.    [Lords.] 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
order),  and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Thurs- 
day next. 

TRAWLERS  CERTIFICATES  SUSPEN- 
SION BILL.    [I.ords.] 

The  Lords  following  were  named  of 
the  Select  Committee  : 

D.  Northumlxjrland. 

E.  Lauderdale. 
E.  Camperdown. 
E.  Dudley. 

L.  Saltoun. 

L.  Balfour. 

L.  Tweedmouth. 

L.  Hawkesbury. 

L.  Heneage. 

The  Committee  to  meet  on  Monday 
next  at  half-past  Three  of  the  clock,  and 
to  appoint  their  own  Chairman. 


QUESTIONS. 


WAR  OFFICE— PROPOSED  NEW 
BUILDINGS. 

The  Marqukss  of  LOTHIAN:  I 
beg  to  ask  Her  Majesty's  Government 
whether  they  will  cause  a  model  of  the 
proposed  new  buildings  for  the  War 
Office    to  be  made  and  placed    in  the 
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precincts  of  the  House  for  the  inspection 
of  Members  of  both  Houses  of  Parliament. 
I  do  not  intend  to  detain  the  House  very 
long.  I  addressed  this  question  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government  because  I  was  not 
aware  as  to  who  was  the  proper  authority, 
but  I  now  find  that  the  Lord  Steward  of 
the  Household  will  answer  on  their 
behalf.  I  sincerely  hope  that  he  will  be 
able  to  accede  to  the  request  I 
make,  but  I  feel  very  doubtful  as  to  the 
answer  I  shall  receive.  One  reason  why 
he  may  not  acquiesce  in  the  making  of  the 
model  is  because  it  will  cost  a  considerable 
amount  of  money,  and  another  is  that 
plans  and  specifications  have  already  been 
accepted.  I  think  it  is  perfectly  true 
that  a  model  would  cost  a  considerable 
amount  of  money,  but  I  also  think  it  is 
quite  reasonable  to  ask  such  a  sum  as  it 
may  cost  should  be  spent  on  this  account, 
because  it  is  a  matter  of  great  importance 
that  the  Houses  of  Parliament  should 
know  the  purposes  for  which  this  money 
has  been  voted,  and  how  it  is  being  ex- 
pended. With  regard  to  the  second 
point,  I  am  quite  convinced  that  ninety- 
nine  persons  out  of  every  hundred  cannot 
form  any  idea  from  plans  and  specifica- 
tions. And  I  do  not  tiiink,  in  this  matter, 
that  I  speak  without  authority,  because  I 
think  many  of  your  Lordships  will  recall 
the  fact  that  when  the  Admiralty  buildings 
were  to  be  erected,  the  plans  and  eleva- 
tion were  submitted  and  passed  by  both 
Houses  of  Parliament,  and  the  Government 
accepted  them  and  entered  into  a  contract 
for  their  erection.  A  model  was  made,  on 
the  motion — I  am  not  sure,  but  I  think 
upon  the  motion — of  the  noble  Earl 
sitting  on  the  cross  benches.  That  model 
was  made  and  brought  into  the  Houses  of 
Parliament,  the  result  being  to  show  what 
a  monstrosity  the  new  Admiralty  build- 
ings would  have  been  if  they  had  been 
put  up.  The  effect  of  it  was  that  the 
contract  was  cancelled  and  the  buildings 
were  not  erected.  I  regret  that  the  same 
course  is  not  pursued  m  the  case  of  the 
present  Admiralty  buildings,  because  I 
think  they  are  unworthy  of  the  dignity  of 
the  offices  which  they  contain.  In  their 
architecture  they  are  weak  where  they 
should  be  strong,  there  are  useless  pedi- 
ments which  are  not  needed,  pillars  where 
they  are  not  required,  and  there  is  a  sort 
of  trimming  at  the  top  which  looks  as  if 
it  was  made  out  of  the  bricks  from  a 
child's  toy  box.  I  am  told  that  when 
the     buildings    are    finished    they    will 

Marquess  of  Lothian, 


not    be    large    enough    to    contain    the 
offices  of  the  Admiralty.      That  is   one 
result  of  Parliament  not  being  consulted, 
and  not  knowing  what  is  being  done  io. 
respect  of  our  public  buildings.     They 
cannot  tell  unless  they  see  them  in  modeLs 
with  the  elevation  of  the  buildings  round 
about  them.     I  hope  the  noble  Lord  will 
not  be  deterred,  by  the  fact  that  the  plans 
and  elevations  have  been  shown,  from 
granting  the  request  which  I  wish  to 
make.     While  it  is  no  part  of  the  motion 
of  which  I  gave  notice,  I  should  like  to 
appeal  to  those  in  authority  on  the  ques- 
tion of  the  buildings  to  be  erected  in 
Eong-street.     I  would  ask  any  of  your 
Loraships  to  look  at  the  Abbey  from  the 
Local  Board  Offices.     You  get  now  the 
finest  view  of  it  that  has  ever  been  had. 
You  get  it  in  its  grand  proportions,  not^ 
dwarfed  by  the  propinquity  of  St.  Mar- 
garet's.    Surely  it  is  worth  while,  before 
it  is  too  late,   to   keep  open  the  most 
splendid  view  that  you  have  in  all  London. 
You  take  in  the  whole  group,  opposite,  of 
the  Houses  of  Parliament.     If  the  Una 
which  is  proposed  is  continued  you  will 
see  nothing  of  all  this  but  Henry  VUI. 
Chapel.     I  know  that  it  will  cost  some- 
thing to  do,  but  surely  it  is  worth  while 
not  to  lose  the  only  chance  we  have  ever 
had  in  this  metropolis  of  permanently 
securing  such  a  view  as  this.     I  do  not 
know  whom  I  ought  to  appeal  to,  but  I 
appeal  to  the  Government  generally  not 
to  allow  this  splendid  view  to  be  taken 
away. 

♦The  lord  STEWARD  of  the 
HOUSEHOLD  (the  Earl  of  Pembroke 
and  Montgomery)  :  I  am  afraid  I  cannot 
give  much  comfort  to  my  noble  friend  in 
the  answer  which  I  have  to  give  him. 
The  First  Commissioner  of  Works  does 
not  see  his  way  to  granting  the  request 
with  respect  to  the  model  of  the  building. 
The  plans  and  elevations  of  the  new 
buildings  have  been  in  the  tea  room  in 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  have  been 
approved.  In  regard  to  the  references 
which  have  been  made  to  the  present  new 
Admiralty  building,  I  might  remind  the 
noble  Lord  that  that  magnificent  pile  is 
the  result  of  a  Committee  of  the  House 
of  Commons.  That  does  not  encourage 
my  right  honourable  friend  to  carry  on 
the  same  procediu'e  with  regard  to 
further  pubhc  buildings. 

The  Marquess  of  LOTHIAN :  I  have 
no  doubt  whAt3ver  that  it   was  owing 
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to  its  being  a  Ck>imDittee  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  I  regret,  and  I  cannot  help 
regretting,  that  the  answer  of  the  noble 
Earl  was  drawn  up  and  considered  before 
the  (Government  heard  what  I  had  to  say 
upon  the  subject.  I  have  already  given 
my  reasons  why,  in  my  opinion,  it  was 
desirable  that  a  model  should  be  made, 
but  if  the  Government  will  not  accede  to 
my  request  I  cannot  help  it. 

The  Earl  of  WEMYSS  :  I  wish  to 
say  that,  having  heard  the  answers  given 
to  the  noble  Lord,  I  shall  move  a  Resolu- 
tion upon  this  subject  when  this  House 
meets  next  Tuesday. 


BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE— WHITSUN- 
TIDE  RECESS. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  Before 
the  House  adjourns,  might  I  ask  when  it 
is  proposed  that  the  House  shall  rise  for 
the  Whitsuntide  recess  ? 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY: 
My  intention  ori^nally  was  to  take  the 
same  day  as  the  House  of  Commons,  but 
as  I  am  told  that  it  will  be  impossible  to 
send  any  Bills  down  to  that  House  on  that 
da^,  I  have  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
it  IS  an  imnecessary  act  of  self-denial,  and 
I  think,  therefore,  we  shall  rise  on  the 
Thursday. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY :  Until 
wheni 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY:  I 
hope  I  shall  not  be  considered  indecorous 
if  I  give  as  the  date  the  day  after  Derby 
Day. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY:  The 
other  House  usually  adjourns  to  the 
Derby  Day. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY: 
But  even  the  sacredness  of  that  day 
would  not  permit  us  to  sit  upon  a 
Wednesday,  which  is  a  thing  we  never 
do. 


House  adjoomed  at  half-past  Five  of  the 
clock,  to  Monday  next,  a  quarter  past  Foor 
of  the  clock. 


Business. 
HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 
Friday,  Uth  May  1899. 
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PROVISIONAL  ORDER  BILLS  [Lords], 
Standing  Orders    applicable    thereto 
complied  with. 

Mr.  speaker  laid  upon  the  Table 
Report  from  one  of  the  Examiners  of 
Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  That,  in  the 
case  of  the  following  Bill,  originating  in 
the  Lords,  and  referred  on  the  First 
Reading  thereof,  the  Standing  Orders 
which  are  applicable  thereto  have  been 
complied  with,  viz.  :— 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT  PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS  CONFIRMA- 
TION (ABERAVON,  &c.)  BILL  [Loids]. 

Ordered,  That  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time  upon  Monday  next. 

PROVISIONAL  ORDER  BILLS  [Loids]. 
(No  Standing  Orders  applicable.) 

Mr.  SPEAKER  laid  upon  the  Table 
Report  from  one  of  the  Examiners  of 
Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  That,  in  the 
case  of  the  following  Bill,  originating  in 
the  Lords,  and  referred  on  the  First 
Reading  thereof,  no  Standing  Orders  are 
applicable,  viz. : — 

BROUGHTY  FERRY  GAS  AND  PAVING 
ORDER  BILL  [Lords]. 

Ordered,  That  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time  upon  Monday  next. 

PRIVATE  BILLS  [Lords]. 

Standing  Orders  not  previously  in- 
quired into  complied  with. 

Mr.  speaker  laid  upon  the  Table 
Report  from  one  of  the  Examiners  of 
Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  That,  ii\  the 
case  of  the  following  BUI,  originating  in 
the  Lords,  and  referred  on  the  ¥mt 
Reading  thereof,  the  Standing  Orders  not 
previously  inquired  into,  and  which  are 
applicable  thereto,  have  been  complied 
with,  viz. : — 

RENFREW    BURGH     AND    HARBOUR 
EXTENSION  BILL  [Lords]. 

Ordered,  That  the  Bill  be  read  a 
second  time. 
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BELFAST  WATER  BILL. 

As  amended,  considered;   to  be   read 
the  third  time. 


Mr.  SPEAKER  laid  upon  the  Table 
Report  from  one  of  the  Examiners  of 
Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  That,  in  the 
•case  of  the  following  Bills,  originating  in 
the  Lords,  and  referred  on  the  First 
Reading  thereof,  no  Standing  Orders  not 
previously  inquired  into  are  applicable, 
viz. : — 

FRIENDS'    PROVIDENT    INSTITUTION 

BILL  [Lords]. 

HASTINGS   AND    ST.    LEONARDS  GAS 

BILL  [Lords]. 

INFANT    ORPHAN    ASYLUM    BILL 

[Lords]. 

Ordered,  That  the  Bills  be  read  a 
second  time. 

PRIVATE  BILLS. 
Petition  for  additional  Provision. 

Standing  Orders  not  complied  with. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  laid  upon  the  Table 
Report  from  one  of  the  Examiners  of 
Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  That,  in  the 
<»u^of  the  Petitions  for  additional  Pirovision 
in  the  following  Bills,  the  Standing 
Orders  have  not  been  complied  with, 
viz. : — 

BEXHILL   AND    ROTHERFIELD   RAIL- 

WAY  BILL. 

WEST     METROPOLITAN     RAILWAY 

BILL. 

Ordered,  That  the  Reports  be  referred 
to  the  Select  Committee  on  Standing 
Orders. 

REDDITCH  GAS  BILL. 
Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

^HIREBROOK  AND  DISTRICT  GAS 

BILL. 

Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

WALLASEY     TRAMWAYS     AND      IM- 

PROVEMENTS    BILL    fLonU]    (QUEEN'S 

CONSENT  SIGNIFIED). 

Read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  with 
Amendments. 

WEST      MIDDLESEX      WATER      BILL 
(QUEEN'S  CONSENT  SIGNIFIED). 

Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


BIRMINGHAM  CORPORATION  BILL. 

As  amended,  considered  ;  Amendments 
made ;  Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time. 

CORK  CORPORATION  (FINANCE)  BILL). 

As  amended,  considered ;   to  be  read 
the  third  time. 

MILTON  CREEK  CONSERVANCY  BILL. 

As  amended,  considered ;   to  be  road 
the  third  time. 

NORTH  PEMBROKESHIRE  AND    FISH- 
GUARD RAILWAY  BILL. 

As  amended,  considered ;   to  be  read 
the  third  time. 

DUBLIN      CORPORATION     (MARKETS) 

BILL. 

As  amended,  considered;  to  be  read 
the  third  time. 

EAST     LONDON     WATER     BILL     (BY 

ORDER). 

As  amended,  considered  : — 

Mr.  STUART  (Shoreditch,  Hoxton) : 
I  rise  to  move  the  clause  of  which  I 
have  given  notice,  and  which  reads  as 
follows : 

"  If  the  undertaking  of  the  Company  b  pur- 
chased within  seven  years  from  the  passing  of 
this  Act  otherwise  than  by  agreement  bj  any 
public  body  or  trustees,  nothing  in  this  Act 
shall  authorise  the  Company  to  bring  into 
account  or  to  make  any  claim  in  respect  of  any 
advantages  conferred  on  them  by  or  resulting 
from  the  passing  of  this  Act." 

These  are  the  words  which  are  applied  in 
a  similar  clause  in  a  Bill  which  has  been 
introduced  by  the  Government,  and 
which  has  now  passed  through  this 
House,  and  has  passed  through  most  of 
its  stages  in  the  other  House,  and  were 
introduced  there  at  the  suggestion  of  the 
Royal  Commission.  The  Royal  Com- 
mission, in  recommending  something  of 
the  nature  of  the  Bill  which  the 
Grovernment  brought  in,  stated  in  their 
Report: 

"It  was  urped  by  the  London  County 
Council  tliat  if  the  effect  of  any  scheme  of 
intercommunication  should  be  to  increase  the 
value  an  arbiter  would  put  on  the  undertaking 
of  the  company,  we  doubt  whether  this  appre- 
ciation is  well  founded,  but  we  think,  in  any 
case,  all  doubt  on  the  subject  should  be 
removed," 
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and  they  proceeded  to  suggest  that  a 
clause  of  this  kind  should  be  introduced. 
Now,  we  are  in  this  peculiar  position, 
that,  as  I  pointed  out  when  the  East 
London  Water  Bills,  which  have  now 
been  amalgamated  into  one,  were  before 
the  House,  one  of  them,  which  is  now 
Part  3  of  the  present  proposed  Bill, 
traversed  some  of  the  ground  of  the  Bill 
of  the  Government,  witn  the  addition  of 
a  clause  about  taking  water  from  the 
Thames  under  certain  circumstances,  but 
containing  practically  the  provisions  of 
the  Government  Bill  in  case  of  a  temporary 
difficulty.  Now,  in  the  Government  Bill 
there  is  introduced  the  clause  that  I  have 
referred  to,  on  the  recommendation  of  the 
Royal  Commission.     We    are    in    this 

Siculiar  position,  that  if  the  Government 
ill  and  this  Bill  both  become  law,  we 
should  have  in  the  one  certain  facilities 
and  intercommunication,  subject  in  the 
Government  Bill  to  a  clause  such  as  I 
have  read  to  the  House,  and  in  the  other 
Bill,  that  promoted  by  the  East  London 
Water  Company,  we  should  have  these 
facilities  and  powers  without  that  restric- 
tion. Now,  when  a  company  comes  to 
make  the  interconnection  under  this  Bill, 
is  their  action  to  be  subject  to  this  clause, 
or  is  it  not  ?  I  submit  that  the  peculiar 
difficultv  here  has  arisen  from  the  fact 
that  the  Bills  have  gone  before  different 
Committees  of  the  House.  I  would  not 
have  ventured  to  have  brought  this 
matter  before  the  House  at  this  stage, 
but  have  left  it  to  the  House  of  Lords  to 
deal  with  it,  but  for  the  very  peculiar 
position  of  sending  up  from  this  House 
two  Bills  the  operation  of  which  is 
intended  to  accomplish  the  same  thing, 
the  one  being  subject  to  a  restriction  and 
the  other  not.  There  is  very  high 
authority  for  the  restriction  in  the  clause 
such  as  I  move.  Three  different  Com- 
mittees of  this  House,  on  three  separate 
occasions  in  1896  and  1898,  decideci  that 
the  authority  of  the  Royal  Commission  is 
applicable  to  this  particular  case.  I 
point  out  that  in  the  present  Bill  under 
consideration  there  is  a  considerably 
stronger  reason  for  inserting  the  clause 
than  there  was  in  the  Government  Bill, 
because  this  Bill  gives  facilities,  not 
only  for  intercommunication,  but  for 
drawing  additional  water  from  the 
Thames.  It  also  authorises  a  large  con- 
cession of  power  to  make  certain  reser- 
voirs, the  object  of  which  is  to  provide 
for  the  increased  population  in  the  East 


End  of  London.  I  admit  that  thia 
increasing  population  should  be  very 
properly  provided  for  in  some  way  or 
other,  but  it  should  be  made  subject  ta 
the  clause  I  have  descril3ed.  It  may  be- 
said  that  the  Bill  for  East  London  will 
not  increase  the  value  of  the  company's 
undertaking  in  case  of  purchase.  There  may 
be  very  considerable  difference  of  opinion 
on  that  point,  but  what  I  want  to  make 
clear  is  that  whether  this  increase  takes 
place  or  not,  that  increased  value  should 
not  be  allowed  to  be  brought  in  in  a. 
question  of  purchase.  I  am  doing  nothing 
new  in  this  matter.  In  1896,  when 
certain  Bills  were  brought  forward  and 
when  the  scheme  for  the  purchase  of  the 
water  companies  was  thrown  out  by  the 
House,  I  pointed  out  that  there  was  a. 
danger,  while  the  question  of  purchase- 
was  under  the  consideration  of  the 
Government,  who  had  promised  to  deal 
with  it  effectively  and  immediately,  that* 
in  the  meantime  certain  powers  might  be 
given  to  the  companies  to  proceed  with 
works,  and  that  these  powers  might  raise 
their  price  against  us,  altogether  irrespec- 
tive of  the  addition  to  it  by  the  expendi- 
ture of  the  money.  The  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  met  me  very 
fairly  by  saying  that  he  would  make  it. 
an  instruction  to  the  Committee  that 
they  should  not  go  any  further  in  grant- 
ing powers  to  the  companies  than  the 
immediate  urgencies  of  the  case  required. 
I  was  a  member  of  the  Committee  pre- 
sided over  by  the  honourable  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Durham,  and  we  found  it  was 
practically  essential  to  proceed  with  the 

freat  Staines  scheme.  The  Committee,, 
owever,  while  feeling  that  they  were 
going  possibly  beyond  the  immediate 
urgency  of  the  case  with  a  view  to  the. 
proper  interpretation  of  the  word 
"  urgency,"  met  the  spirit  of  the  instruc- 
tion by  putting  in  a  clause  such  as  I 
have  moved  here.  They  did  not  wish 
these  powers  which  they  were  granting 
to  increase  the  value  of  the  undertaking, 
in  case  of  purchase,  and  thev  felt  that, 
the  question  of  purchase  was  about  to  be^ 
decided  by  the  appointment  of  the  Royal 
Commission,  whose  Report  we  are  looking: 
forward  to  in  a  few  weeks'  time.  The 
need  of  the  clause  is  greatly  intensi- 
fied in  the  present  Bill  because 
the  concessions  being  given  by  it 
to  the  company  will,  I  certainly  think 
(though  some  may  not),  raise  the  value  o£ 
the  undertaking    in    case    of    sale    and 
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purchase.  Now,  it  is  not  adequate  to 
say  that  the  introduction  of  a  sinking 
fund  into  this  Bill  meets  the  whole 
question.  The  introduction  of  a  sinking 
fund  meets  the  requirements  of  the  case 
in  the  event  of  the  company  not  being 
purchased  and  proceeding  to  carry  out  the 
works — a  certain  portion  of  the  profits 
is  to  be  set  aside  for  the  public  benefit. 
But  suppose  that  the  undertaking  is 
purchased  within  the  next  year  or  two, 
this  sinking  fund  does  not  affect  the 
question.  The  question  is  this :  whether 
the  concession  of  the  right  to  make  inter- 
•communication  and  to  create  new  reser- 
voirs for  supplying  a  large  population — 
whether  that  right,  subject  to  a  sinking 
fund,  is  a  valuable  property  or  not.  Now, 
I  hold  it  to  be  so.  Whether  it  is  or  it  is 
not,  we  are  merely  following  the  view  of 
the  Royal  Commission,  which  says  it  is 
better  in  any  case  that  all  doubt  on  the 
subject  should  be  removed,  and  that  doubt 
will  be  removed  by  the  introduction  of 
this  clause.  There  were  two  Bills,  to 
one  of  which  the  instruction  and  Report 
which  I  have  just  read  referred,  and  the 
other  was  the  Bill  for  what  is  called 
temporary  facilities  of  supply,  and  with 
respect  to  that  there  came  a  letter  from 
the  Local  Government  Board  to  my 
honoiu'able  friend  the  Member  for  Dur- 
ham, indicating  in  the  clearest  terms  that 
this  portion  of  the  Bill  referred  to  the 
temporary  supply  which  is  incorporated 
in  the  present  supply,  and  which  was  a 
repetition  of  the  Government  Bill  itself. 
My  argument  is  this — that  the  Govern- 
ment Bill  having  had  this  clause  intro- 
duced, and  the  Local  Government  Board 
recognising  that  this  Bill,  so  far  as  that 
portion  is  concerned,  is  the  same  as  their 
own,  the  clause  ought  to  be  introduced 
into  this  Bill.  I  have  laid  before  the 
House  as  briefly  as  I  could  the  argu- 
ments in  favour  of  the  introduction  of 
this  clause.  The  position  of  the  London 
ivater  question  is  very  serious,  and  the 
introduction  of  this  clause  seems  to  me 
to  be  the  only  way  by  which  justice  can 
be  done,  pending  the  issuing  of  the  Report 
of  the  Royal  Commission  which  we  expect 
upon  an  early  date.  I  therefore  beg  to 
move  the  introduction  of  this  new  clause. 

A  Clause  (provision  in  case  of  future 
purchase  of  undertaking,) — {Mr.  James 
sSiuart,) — brought  up,  and  read  the  first 
time. 

Mr.  Stuart 


Motion  made,  and  question  proposed — 
**  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second  time." 

♦Sir  JOSEPH  PEASE  (Durham,  Bar- 
nard    Castle)  :     As    Chairman    oi     the 
Committee    whose    judgment    has  been 
impugned,  perhaps  I  may  be  permitted  to 
say  a  few  words  upon  the  reasons  which 
inauced  us  to  refuse  the  application   of 
the  London  County  Council  upon  that 
occasion  when  this  clause  was  suggested 
to  us.     I  may  again  repeat  what  I  hare 
often  said  in  this  House,  that  it  does  seem 
to  me  a  very  dangerous  practice  for  the 
representatives  of    the  London  County 
Council  to  come  down  here  and  impugn 
the  decision  of  the  Committee,  and  to  try 
and  make    this    House    the    organ    for 
upsetting  decisions  which  had  been  come 
to  by  Committees  of  this  House  when  those 
Committees  have  had  all  the  facts  laid 
before    them    by    the    most    competent 
counsel,   I  suppose,   in    the    world,   the 
counsel    of  the   Parliamentary  bar.      If 
anything  would  induce  this  House  not  to 
upset  the  decision  of  the  Committee,  it 
is  the   very  long  speech    and  intricate 
argument  of  my  honourable  friend.     First 
of  all  the  instruction  to  which  our  atten- 
tion was  called  by  the  Local  Grovernment 
Board,  which  the  honourable  Member  has 
been  good  enough  to  read,  was  not  an 
instruction    from  this    House.      It  was 
merely  a  hint  sent  by  the  Local  Grovern- 
ment Board  that  we  were  to  do  what,  in 
their  opinion,  had  been  done  in  former 
years,  that  is,  not  to  pledge  this  House 
in  any  Act    of  Parliament  to  a  course 
which   hereafter  might  be  found   detri- 
mental to  some  great  and  general  decision 
with  regard  to  the  London  water  com- 
panies.     That  consideration  was  before 
us  when  we  made  the  Report  which  we 
have  bad  the  honour  to  present  to  the 
House,  and  in  it  the  Committee  state  that 
they  had  the  instruction  given  in   1896 
before  them.     Now,  my  honourable  friend 
must  know  that  there  is  a  wide  difference 
between  the  East  London  Water  Bill  and 
the  Staines  Reservoir  Bill,  which  was  a  Bill 
brought  in  by  three  companies  to  supply 
water  to  any  of  those  three  companies 
according  to  their  needs.      In  that  Bill 
we    not  only   inserted  the  sinking  fund 
clause,  but  we  put  that  clause  in  relative 
to  the  value  of  the  companies  not  beine 
increased,    because  it  might  be  alleged 
when  those  three  companies  came  to  be 
purchased  that  the  Staines  Reservoir  Bill 
had  not  merely  the  value  of  the  Staines 
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Resdrvoir  attached  to  it,  but  also  a  further 
value  in  connection  with   the  supply  to 
each  of    the   other   companies.      There- 
fore, when  we  came  to  the  clause  that 
has  been  mentioned  by  my  honourable 
friend,  in  which  I  had  some  little  share, 
it  was  felt  that  if  the  Staines  Reservoir 
was  bought  by  any  London  or  general 
district  trust,  or  bv  the  County  (5)uncil, 
that  there  should  be  no  increased  value 
attached  to  it  by  reason  of  its  construc- 
tion.    I  think   I   can  put  very  shortly 
before  the  House  the  reason  why  we  did 
not  insert  this  clause  in  the  Committee 
on    the    Bill  before    the    House.      The 
Government  Bill  alluded  to  by  my  honour- 
able friend  was  a  Bill  brought  into  this 
House  with  that  clause  in  it,  but  when 
it  left  this  House  it  had  not  any  sinking 
fund  clause  in  it.  This  Bill  before  the  House 
tOKlay  has  the  sinking  fund  clause  in  it. 
My  right   honourable  friend's  Bill   (Mr. 
Chaplin)  was  based  word  for  word  upon  the 
First  Report  of  the  Royal  Commission. 
That  Commission  also  said,  in  addition  to 
what  the  honourable  Member  has  quoted, 
that  those  auxiliary  appliances  should  not 
be  held  to  relieve  the  company  from  the 
obligation  of  improving  its  resources  as 
rapidly  as  practicable,  in  order  that  it  might 
be  independent  of  all  extraneous  aid.  That 
was  practically  an   instruction  from  the 
body  already  appointed  that  we  were  to 
hand  to  the  East  London  Water  Company, 
if  we  could,  further  supplies,  that  would 
keep  them  perfectly  clear  of  that  extrane- 
ous Bill.     It  was  a  Bill  merely  for  a 
temporary  necessity,  and  we  gave  them 
power  to  take  10,000,000  gallons  a  day 
out  of  the  waters  of  the  Thames  in  ad- 
dition to  their  own  present  supply,  and  so 
far  as  the  evidence  goes  before  us  there 
will  be  no  occasion  for  the  operation  of 
my   right  honourable  friend's  Bill,  and 
those  poor  people  who  have  been  so  desti- 
tute of  water  in   the  year  of  drought, 
unless    there    is    a    drought    more    ex- 
treme than  that  of  last  year,  will  be  in 
possession  of  an  ample  supply  of  water. 
With  regard  to  this  sinking  fund  clause, 
the    main    portion    of  the   Bill  was  for 
X1,000,000  sterling,  to  be    spent    upon 
reservoirs  for  holding  the  surplus  water 
of  the  River  Lea.     Those  reservoirs  will 
hold  about  5,000,000  gallons,  and   will 
cost  about  a  million  of  money.     Of  that 
sum  £230,000  sterling  will  be  spent  on  the 
one  reservoir,  and  £450,000  on  the  second 
reservoir.    No  reservoir  to  be  constructed 
under  this  Bill  can  be  in  working  order 


for  seven  years  from  the  date  of  the 
passing  of  the  Act.  That  is  what  the 
engineer  says,  and  you  can  generally 
safely  give  his  estimate  seven  or  eight 
per  cent,  of  a  margin,  and  so  it  will  be 
seven  or  eight  years  before  these  reservoirs 
will  be  at  work.  My  honourable  friend's 
clause  provides  for  the  purchasing  of  the 
undertaking  within  seven  years  in  nis  new 
clause.  But  suppose  the  reservoir  is  not 
ready  at  the  end  of  seven  years,  how 
possibly  could  the  works  of  an  unused 
reservoir  add  to  the  value  of  the  water 
companies'  undertaking  1  Why  should 
there  be  any  restrictive  clause  put  in  the 
Bill  for  an  unfinished  reservoir  1  But 
suppose  it  is  finished,  then  the  sinking 
fund  clause  comes  into  operation  in  re- 
gard to  this  million  sterling  invested  in 
these  reservoirs  as  soon  as  ever  a  drop  of 
water  is  taken  out  of  the  reservoir  for 

?ublic  use.  Wliat  is  the  sinking  fund  ) 
had  a  good  deal  to  do  with  the  sinking 
fund  when  it  was  re-drafted  by  the 
County  Council  before  the  Committee 
of  1892.  What  did  it  do  ?  Why  eveiy 
penny  of  money  that  is  raised  for  this 
purpose  becomes  liable  to  the  sinking 
fund  as  soon  as  ever  a  drop  of  water  is 
taken  from  the  reservoir  seven  years 
hence.  The  sinking  fund  means  that 
whatever  proportion  the  new  capital 
bears  to  the  old  capital  to  that  extent  the 
revenue  applicable  to  the  sinking  fund 
goes  to  a  certain  purpose,  and  that 
revenue  is  set  aside.  The  money  to  be 
spent  has  all  to  be  raised  by  debentiu'cs, 
and  the  price  of  those  debentures  is  fixed 
by  the  Governor  of  the  Bank  of  England. 
Again,  as  soon  as  they  are  on  the  market 
they  have  to  be  sold  by  public  auction, 
and  therefore  the  money  is  got  at  the 
lowest  possible  price.  That  share  which 
the  new  capital  has  earned  in  the  total 
revenue  is  first  to  be  allowed  the  interest 
on  which  the  capital  has  been  raised,  then 
one  per  cent,  goes  to  the  water  company 
for  collecting  the  revenue  and  looking 
after  the  interests  of  the  consumers.  The 
balance  of  the  revenue  thus  earned  is 
then  handed  to  the  City  Chamberlain, 
and  it  is  to  be  invested  in  the  com- 
panies' own  stock,  and  that  stock  and 
its  earning  becomes  the  property  of  the 
City  Chamberlain  until  this  House  orders 
an  appropriation  of  the  money  so  invested, 
and  that  has  accumulated  from  the  water 
supply  of  London.  Therefore,  no  profit 
whatever  can  arise,  first  of  all  because  the 
reservoir  will  not  be  finished  by  the  time 
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my  honourable  friend's  clause  will  work ; 
and,  in  the  next  place,  under  the  sinking 
fund  no  possible  profit  can  arise.  I  ask 
any  gentlemen  accustomed  to  acting  as 
arbitrators  how  they  can  possibly  add  to 
the  value  of  a  concern  on  which  there  is 
no  money  being  used  that  earned  a  profit. 
It  is  the  earning  of  a  profit  which  gives 
an  increased  value.  Therefore  the  ma- 
jority of  the  Committee,  looking  at  the 
position  of  the  revenue,  and  knowing 
that  there  could  be  no  profit  arise  from 
the  capital  authorised  to  be  spent,  con- 
cluded that  it  would  be  no  use  whatever 
putting  in  this  clause.  I  may  be  told 
that  it  would  do  no  harm  if  it  did  no 
good.  So  far  as  my  humble  voice  went  I 
advocated  that  we  should  never  cram  a 
Bill  with  clauses  of  a  useless  character. 
I  think  I  have  now  satisfied  the  House 
that  the  Committee  acted  wisely  in  doing 
what  they  did,  and  that  it  was  no  use 
putting  this  clause  in,  for  it  would  be 
perfectly  inoperative.  My  honourablef rlend 
was  good  enough  to  pay  me  a  kind  com- 
pliment for  the  way  I  acted  as  chairman 
of  that  Committee,  but  the  worst  com- 
pliment he  can  pay  me  is  to  come  down 
to  this  House  and  challenge  the  decisions 
of  that  Committee.  I  do  say  again  in 
this  House  that  it  is  a  dangerous  practice 
for  the  House  of  Commons,  on  an  ex  parte 
statement,  to  upset  the  decisions  of  Com- 
mittees which  have  been  taken  very 
quietly,  and  solemnly  arrived  at.  The 
Committee  which  sat  with  me  the  other 
day  was  a  painstaking  Committee.  Sir 
Kobert  Peel  held  that  if  the  decision  of 
a  Committee  was  prima  facie  doubtful  it 
should  still  be  supported  for  the  fear  of 
producing  greater  evils.  I  trust  that  the 
House  will  believe  that  the  Committee 
went  carefully  into  this  question,  and 
that  they  had  good  reasons  for  objecting 
to  the  clause  which  my  honourable  friend 
asks  the  House  to  insert. 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Chaplin, 
Lincolnshire,  Sleaford) :  I  regret  that  I 
was  absent  when  the  honourable  Member 
moved  his  Motion,  and  I  doubt  whether  I 
should  be  justified,  as  a  member  of  the  Go- 
vernment, in  ofiering  any  advice  upon  this 
particular  question.  Nor  do  I  think  that 
I  should  have  risen  at  all  to  take  part  in 
this  Debate  excepting^  for  the  fact  that  I 
have  been  informed  of  a  statement  made 
by  the  honourable  Gentleman  which  might 
probably  be  calculated  to  give  rise  to  some 

Sir  Joseph  Pease, 


misapprehension  as  to  the  attitude  of  the 
Local   Government  Board  on   this    par- 
ticular Bill.     I   may   remind   the  House 
that  it  is  the  practice  of  the  Local   Go- 
vernment  Board    upon  all  Bills  of  this 
nature  to  send  reports  upon  them  to  the 
Committee,  and  I  understand  that    the 
honourable  Member  has  argued  in  this  case 
that  the  reports  sent  by  the  Local  Govern- 
ment  Board   on  this   question   must  be 
taken  as  a  general  indication  that   the 
Local  Government  Board  must  be  held  to 
be    averse     to     the     principle    of     this 
measure.      That     was    not  so,    for    the 
reports  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
were  intended  merely  and  solely  as  infor- 
mation with  regard  to  matters  generally 
affecting  the  question,   and  it  was  only 
right  to  put  them  before  the  Committee 
for  their   general    consideration.      That 
being  so,  what  I  am  informed  the  honourable 
Member  has  said  upon  this    subject  is 
calculated  to  mislead  the  House  as  to  the 
attitude  of  the  Local  Government  Boards 
So  far  as  I  am  personally  concerned,  I 
agree  with   what    has   fallen   from    the 
honourable  Baronet  who  has  just  sat  down^ 
and  who  presided  over  that  Committee,  and 
who  has  had  a  vast  experience,  not  only 
on    Committees,   but    on    other    bodies 
dealing  with  this  particular  question.     In 
addition  to  this,  I  ventiu'e   to  say  that 
the  House  will  do  well  to  bear  in  mind 
what  has  happened  upon  former  occa- 
sions when  Bills  of  this  nature  promoted 
by   the  water  companies   have  l)een  re- 
jected by  the  House  of  Commons. 

Mr.  STUART  reminded  the  right 
honourable  Gentleman  that  he  had  not 
proposed  the  rejection  of  this  Bill. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN:  I  must  say  that  I 
think  the  House  would  be  wise  in 
accepting  the  views  of  the  Chairman  of 
the  Committee,  and  I  feel  it  is  my  duty 
to  support  this  Bill. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green,. 
S.  W.)thought  the  warning  which  the  right 
honourable  Gentleman  had  addressed  to  the 
House  was  entirely  unnecessary  and  entirely 
wrong,  because  no  one  had  proposed  to 
throw  out  this  Bill,  or  to  oppose  its 
progress  in  any  possible  way.  The* 
question  before  the  House  was  simply 
whether  or  not  the  Amendment  of  nis 
honourable  friend  should  l)e  inserted.  He 
wished  to  say  jutt  a  woid  or  two  with 
regard  to  the  argument  addressed  to  the 
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House  by  tho  honourable  Baronet  below 
him.  So  far  as  he  understood  him,  one 
of  his  arguments  was  expressed  in  some 
such  terms  as  these — that  because  this 
Bill  has  in  it  a  sinking  fund  clause  there 
was  no  necessity  to  introduce  in  it  the 
purchase  clause  which  his  honourable 
friend  had  suggested.  Now  it  seemed  to 
him  that  those  two  clauses — the  sinking 
fund  clause  and  the  purchase  clause — 
were  really  alternative  clauses  dealing 
with  the  same  question.  That  was  to  say 
if  the  companies  continued  to  exist  the 
security  was  given  to  the  public  by  the 
operation  of  the  sinking  fund  clause.  If, 
in  the  alternative,  purchase  was  effected 
within  seven  years,  a  similar  object  was 
■attained  by  the  purchase  clause.  In  the 
second  place  the  honourable  Baronet  said 
that  the  Government  Bill  when  it  left 
this  House  did  not  contain  a  sinking 
fund  clause,  and  that  was  perfectly 
correct.  They  knew  now  that  a  Com- 
mittee in  another  place  had  inserted  in  the 
Government  Bill  a  sinking  fund  clause, 
and  as  the  matter  now  stood  the  Govern- 
ment Bill  contained  both  a  sinking  fund 
clause  and  the  purchase  clause  of  his 
honourable  friend.  Therefore  they  were 
only  asking  that  this  Bill  should  follow 
the  precedent  of  the  Government  Bill. 
The  honourable  Baronet  had  said  that 
there  was  no  necessity  for  this  clause, 
although  he  admitted  their  contention  in 
principle  that  the  companies  ought  not  in 
the  event  of  purchase  to  derive  any 
advantage  from  the  works  which  this  Bill 
authorised.  If  that  was  so,  why  did  he 
object  to  the  insertion  of  this  clause  ? 
The  honourable  Baronet  said  it  was  un- 
•desirable  to  introduce  unnecessary  clauses 
in  the  Bill,  and  he  thoroughly  endorsed 
that  sentiment.  But  then  a  high  authority 
had  suggested  a  doubt  as  to  whether  or 
not  these  companies  would  be  able  to 
claim  compensation  in  respect  of  these 
works,  and  he  thought  it  was  wise  to  take 
security  against  it.  He  thought  the 
House  woiud  do  well  to  adopt  the  sugges- 
tion of  his  honourable  friend. 

Me.  ARNOLD-FORSTER  (Belfast,  W.) 
said  he  was  a  member  of  the  Committee 
which  sat  under  the  chairmanship  of  the 
honourable  Baronet,  and  he  could  assure 
the  House  that  the  matter  was  fully  con- 
sidered. He  thought  the  House  would 
be  very  ill  advised  to  attempt  to  fight 
this  battle  over  again  upon  the  present 
•occasion.     The  subject  occupied  the  atten- 
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tion  of  the  Committee  for  some  three  or 
four  days,  and  thev  arrived  at  the  best 
conclusion  they  could.  For  the  House  to 
consider  this  question  thoroughly  would 
involve  a  discussion  almost  as  long  as 
they  were  compelled  to  devote  to  it  in 
Committee.  It  was  not  quite  correct, 
'SL8  the  honourable  Member  for  Hoxton 
had  said,  that  they  were  producing  an 
anomaly  by  this  Bill.  The  anomaly  ex- 
isted, for  even  the  sinking  fund  clause 
was  not  the  same  in  the  different  Bills, 
and  the  circumstances  of  this  company 
were  not  upon  all  fours  with  the  circum- 
stances of  other  companies.  Upon  this 
question  he  was  not  in  exact  harmony 
with  everybody  who  sat  on  his  side  of  the 
House,  for  on  many  occasions  he  had 
supported  the  view  of  the  London  County 
Council.  They  were  the  constituted 
authority  for  London,  and  as  long  as  that 
was  so  they  ou^ht  to  support  them  when- 
ever they  could.  That  being  so,  and 
the  Committee  having  gone  into  this 
matter  more  fully  than  this  House  was 
likely  to  do  upon  the  present  occasion,  he 
ventured  to  assert  again  that  if  this  Bill 
was  passed  it  would  not  create  an  anomaly 
that  would  be  disadvantageous  to  the 
public. 

Mr.  NUSSEY  (Pontefract)  said  that  as 
a  member  of  the  Committee  he  felt  it  his 
duty  to  divide  the  Committee  upon  this 
subject.  He  recognised  the  ability  of  the 
chairman  of  that  Committee,  and  his 
great  experience  both  on  Committees  of 
the  House  and  in  the  country  on  Bills  of 
this  nature,  but  he  was  convinced  on  the 
evidence  placed  before  them  that  it  was 
not  necessary  for  them  to  pass  a  tem- 
porary Bill  at  all.  He  considered  that 
the  Bill  of  the  right  honourable  Gentle- 
man, the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  had  given  sufficient  facilities 
to  this  company.  The  engineer  in  cross- 
examination  before  tho  Committee  was 
asked  the  following  question : 

231.  Now,  do  you  say  that  this  Bill  does  not 
in  itself  give  you  all  tliat  you  require  for  tiding 
over  all  the  difficulties  >vhich  you  told  the 
Commission  you  could  get  over  even  with  the 
present  means  of  communication  ?  " 

And  his  reply  was : 

"It  would  certainly  tide  over  the  present 
year  if  a  drought  should  occur  in  the  present 
year  equal  in  intensity  to  the  drought  of  last 
year." 

There  was  another  point  in  this  Bill  ia 
regard  to  the  10,000,000  gallons  of  wate 
taken  from  the  Thames 

Q 
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East  London 


{COMMONS} 


JFater  BUI 


♦Mr.  speaker  :  The  honourable 
Member  must  confine  his  remarks  to  the 
clause  which  is  now  before  the  House. 

Mr.  NUSSEY  said  he  would  bow  to 
that  ruling,  although  he  did  not  think 
they  ought  to  prejudge  any  action  which 
might  be  taken  in  the  future.    That  being 


so,  he  urged  upon  the  House  the  advis- 
ability of  strengthening  the  Bill  by  adding^ 
the  clause  which  the  honourable  Member 
for  Hoxton  had  moved. 


The  House  divided  :  Ayes,  73  ;   Noes, 
185.     (Division  List  No.  140.) 


Allan,  William  (Gateshead) 

AaRtin,  Sir  John  (Yorkshire) 

Billson,  Alfred 

Bninner,  Sir  John  Tomlinson 

Buchanan,  Thomas  Rybnm 

Bums,  John 

Buxton,  Sydney  Charles 

Caldwell,  James 

Cameron  ,SiitCharle8(Gla8gow) 

CUrk,  Dr.  G.  B.  (Caithness) 

Colville,  Jolm 

Crombie,  John  William 

Dal^,  James 

Davitt,  Michael 

Dilke,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Charles 

Dillon,  John 

Donelan,  Captain  A. 

Doogan,  P.  C. 

Douglas,  Cliarles  M.  (Lanark) 

Fenwick,  Charles 

Ferguson,  R.  C.  Munro  (Leith) 

Foster,  Sir  Walter  (Derby  Co. ) 

Goddard,  Daniel  Foid 

Gourley ,  SirEd  wardTemperley 

Gurdon,  Sir  William  Brampton 

Hayne,Rt.  Hon.  Charles  Seale- 


Acland>Hood,Capt.  Sir  Alex.  F. 
Aird,  John 
AUsopp,  Hon.  George 
Anstruther,  H.  T. 
Archdale,  Edward  Mervyn 
Arnold,  Alfred 
Arnold -Foster,  Hugh  O. 
Atkinson,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Bagot,  Capt.  Josceline  FitzRoy 
Baldwin,  Alfred 
Balfour,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  J.  (Manch'r 
Balfour,RtHnGeraldW(Leeds 
Banbury,  Frederick  George 
Barnes,  Frederick  Gorell 
Barry ,RtHnAH  Smith-(Hunts 
Bartley,  George  C.  T. 
Beach,  Rt.Hn.SirM.H.(Bristol 
Beaumont,  Wentworth  C.B. 
Bethell,  Commander 
Blakiston-Houston,  John 
Bond,  Edward 

Bonsor,  Henry  Cosmo  Orme. 
Boscawen,  Arthur  Griffith- 
Boulnois,  Edmund 
Bowles,  Capt.  H.F.(  Middlesex 
Bowles,  T.Cri1>son  ( Lvnn  Regis 
Brodrick,  Rt.  Hon.  St.  John 
Bart,  Thomas 

Campbell,Rt.  Hn.  J.  A(Glaagow 
Cfkrew,  James  I^wrence 
Cavendish,  R.  F.  (N.  Lanes.) 
Cecil,  Evelyn  (Hertford,  £.) 
Chaloner,  Captain  R.  G.  W. 


AYES. 

Hedderwick,ThomasCharle8H 
Hemphill,  Rt.Hon.  Charles  H. 
Holland,  Win.  H.  ( York,  W.  R. ) 
Homiman,  Frederick  John 
Hutton,  Alfred  E.  (Morley) 
Jacoby,  James  Alfi«d 
Jones,I)avidBrynmor(Swansea 
Jones  William(  Carnarvonshire 
Laurie,  Lieut. -General 
Lawson,SirWilfrid(Cumb*land 
Leng,  Sir  John 
Lloyd -George,  David 
Lough,  Thomas 
Lveli,  Sir  Leonard 
Macaieese,  Daniel 
M'Kenna,  Repaid 
Maden,  John  Henry 
Montagu,  Sir  S.  ( Whitechapel) 
Morgan,  J.Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Norton,  Capt.  Cecil  William 
Nu&sey,  Thomas  Willans 
O'Connor,  Jas.  (Wicklow,W.) 
O' Kelly,  James 
Pirie,  Duncan  V. 
Power,  Patrick  Joseph 
Reid,  Sir  Robert  Threshie 

NOES. 

Chamberlain,Rt.  Hon.  J.  ( Birm. 
Chaplin,  Rt.  Hon.  Henry 
Chelsea,  Viscount 
Cochrane,  Hon.  Thos.  H.  A.  E. 
Coi^hill,  Douglas  Harry 
Cohen,  Benjamin  Louis 
CoUingB,  Rt.  Hon.  Jesse 
Conipton,  Lonl  Ahyyne 
Cooke,  C.W.Radcliffe(Herefd 
Cor bett,  A .  Cameron  ( crlasgo w ) 
Cotton-Jotbell,  Col.  Edw.T.D 
Cross,  Alexander  ((ila**gow) 
Dalbiac,  Colonel  Philip  Hugh 
Dalkeith,  Earl  of 
Dalrymple,  Sir  Charles 
Denny,  Colonel 
Dougnty,  Geoi^e 
Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Doxford,  William  Theodore 
Duncombe,  Hon.  Hubert  V. 
Dyke,Rt.Hon.SirWilliamHart 
Elliot,  Hon.  A.  Ralph  Douglas 
Fardell,  Sir  T.  (George 
Fellowes,  Hon.  Ail  wyn  Ed  ward 
Fergusson,  Rt .  Hn.  Sir  J  ( Mane'  r 
Finch,  George  H. 
Finlay,  Sir  Robert  Bannatyne 
Fisher,  William  Hayes 
Fry,  Lewis 
Gariit,  WUliam 
Gedge,  Sydney 
Giles,  Charles  Tyrrell 
Gold,  Charles 


Roberts,  John  H.  (Denbigfas) 
Samuel,  J.  (Stockton  on  Tee8> 
Scott,  Chas.  Prestwich  (Lei^h> 
Sinclair,CaptJohn(  Forf arshir^ 
Soames,  Arthur  Wellesley 
Souttar,  Robinson 
Spioer,  Albert 

Steadmau,  William  Charles 
Stevenson,  Francis  S. 
Strachey,  Edward 
Sullivan,  Donal  (Westmeatb) 
Thoma8,Alf red(GlamarKanyE.  > 
Thomas,  DavidAlfred(  Merthyr 
Trevelyan,  Charles  Philips 
Wallace,  Robert  (Edinburgh) 
Walton,  Joseph  (Bamsley) 
Wedderbum,  Sir  William 
Weir,  James  (^loway 
Williams,  John  Carvell(NottsX 
Wilson,  John  (Durham,  Mid) 
Wilson,  John  (Govan) 

Tellers  for  the  Ayes — Mr> 
James  Stuart  and  Mr» 
Pickersgill. 


Goldswortliy,  Mapor-Geneiul 
Gorst,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  John  Elldon 
Goschen,  George  J.  (Sussex) 
Greene,  W.  Raymond-(Cambs.  \ 
Gull,  Sir  Cameron 
Gunter,  Colonel 
Halscy,  Thomas  Frederick 
Haslett.  Sir  James  Homer 
Hermon- Hodge,  RobertTrot  ter 
Hill,Rt.  Hn.  A.  Staveley(SUfis. 
Hill,  Arthur  (Down,  W.) 
Hoare,Eilw  Brodie(  Hampstead 
Hoare,  Samuel  (Norwich) 
Hozier,  Hon.  James  Henry  Cecil 
Hubbard,  Hon.  Evelyn 
Hutton,  John  (Yorks,  N.R.) 
Jackson,  Rt.Hon.Wm.  Lawies 
Jenkins,  Sir  John  Jones 
Johnston,  William  (Belfast) 
Johnstone,  Heywood  (Sussex) 
Kenyon-Slaney,  (Ik>l.  William 
Kimber,  Henry 
Kitson,  Sir  James 
Knowles,  Lees 

Lawrence,SLrEDuming-(Com. 
Lecky,Rt.  Hn.  WUliainEdw.  H. 
Leigh- Bennett,  Henry  Currie 
Leighton,  Stanley. 
Lockwood,  Lt.-Co].  A.  R. 
Long,Col.  Cliarles  W.  ( Evesham 
Lopes,  Henry  Yanle  Buller 
Lowe,  Francis  William 
Lowther,Rt.  Hon.  James(Kent> 
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I^yd,  Archie  Kirkman 
Kubbock,  Ht.  Hon.  Sir  John 
Macartney,  W.  U.  Ellison 
M*Calmont,  H.  L.  B.  (Cambs.) 
Maclver,  David  (Liverpool) 
>river,  Sir  LewiH  (Edinb^W.) 
M'Killop,  Janies 
Malcolm,  Ian 

Mellor,  Colonel  (Lancashire) 
Mevsey-Thorapson,  Sir  H.  M. 
M  iudlemore  JoiinThro^orton 
M  illiank,Sir  PowlettChasJohn 
Milner,  Sir  Fredenck  George 
Milton,  ViHcount 
Monk,  Cliarlee  James 
Moore,  William  (Antrim,  N.) 
More,  Kbt.  Jasper  (Shropshire) 
Morrell,  (Jeorge  Herbert 
Morton,  Arthur H.  A.  Deptford 
Mount,  William  George 
Murray,RtHn  A.  GFaham(  Bute 
Murray,  Col.  Wyndham( Bath) 
Myers,  William  Henry 
Newark,  Viwount 
Newdigate,  FrancU*  Alexander 
Niool,  Donald  Ninian 
O'Brien,  Patrick  (Kilkenny) 
O'Neill,  Hon.  Robert  Torrens 
Orr-Ewing,  Charles  Lindnay 
Palmer,SirCliarle8M(  Durham) 
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Paulton,  Jam^R  Mellor 
Peaae,  Alfred  E.  (Cleveland) 
PeaseHerbert  Pike(  Darl  ington 
Pease,  Joneph  A.  (Northumb.) 
Peane,  Sir  JoBephW.  (Durham) 
Perks,  Robert  William 
Pierpoint,  Robert 
Pilkm^hbon,  Richard 
Platt-Hi^ginB,  Frederick 
PowelljSirrrancifl  Sharp 
Pret^man,  Earnest  (.leoi^ge 
Purvis,  Robert 
Rankin,  Sir  James. 
Ra.<)ch,  Major  Frederic  Came 
Reckitt,  Harold  James 
Redmond,  William  (Clare) 
Rentoul,  James  Alexander 
Richanlson,  J.  (Durham,  S.E.) 
RichardsoD,  SiiThoH(Hartlep'I 
Ridley,  Rt.  HonSirMatthewW 
Ritchie,  Rt.  HonChas.  Thomson 
Royds,  Clement  Molyneux 
Russell,  T.  W.  (Tyrone) 
Rutherford,  John 
Ryder,  John  Herbert  Dudley 
Samuel,  Harry  S.  (Limehouse) 
Savory,  Sir  Joseph 
Seely,  Charles  Hilton 
Shafpe,  William  Edward  T. 
Shaw,  Thomas  (Hawick  B.) 


Introduced, 
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Simeon,  Sir  Barrington 
Spencer,  Ernest 
Stanley ,  HonArthur(  Ormskirk 
Stanley,  Henry  M.  (Lambeth) 
Stanley,  Lord  (Lanes.) 
Stephens,  Henry  Charles 
Stewart.SirMark  J.  M*Taggart 
Strutt,  Hon.  Charles  Hedley 
Talbot,  Lord  E.  (Chichester) 
TaIbot,Rt  HnJ.G.(Oxf'dUniv. 
Thorbum,  Walter 
Valentia,  Viscount 
Vincent,  Col.  SirC.  E.Howard 
Walrond,Rt.  HnSirWilliamH. 
Wanklyn,  James  Leslie 
Webster,  R.  G.  (St.  Pancras) 
Welby,  Lieut. -Col.  A.  C.  E. 
Whitmore,  Charles  Alfijernon 
William'*,  Colonel  R.  (Dorset) 
Williams,  Joseph  Powell -( Birm 
Wilson-Todd, Wm.  H.(York8.) 
Wolff,  Gustav  Wilhelm 
Wortley ,  R  t.  Hon .  C.  B.  Stuar  t- 
Wyndham,  George 
Wyvill,  Marmaduke  D'Arcy 
Young,  Commander(Berk8,E.) 

Tellers  for  the  Noes — 
Viscount  Folkestone  and 
Mr.  Goulding. 


GREAT  SOUTHERN  AND  WESTERN 
AND  WATERFORD,  LIMERICK,  AND 
WESTERN  RAILWAY  COMPANIES 
AMALGAMATION,  AND  GREAT 
SOUTHERN  AND  WESTERN  RAIL- 
WAY  BILLS, 

Mr.  Firbank,  Sir  Robert  Penrose-Fitz- 
(Tcrald,  Mr.  Samuel  Morris,  Mr.  J.  F.  X. 
0*Brien,  and  Mr.  Patrick  O'Brien,  nomi- 
nated Members  of  the  Select  Committee, 
with  four  to  be  added  by  the  Committee 
of  Selection. — {Sir  JFUliam  Walrorid,) 

BILLS  INTRODUCED. 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  7), — Bill  to  confirm  certain  Provi- 
sional Orders  of  the  Liocal  Government 
Board  relating  to  the  boroughs  of  Barn- 
Htaple  and  Halifax  and  to  the  counties  of 
East  Sussex  and  Middlesex,  ordered  to 
l>e  brought  in  by  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell  and 
Mr.  Chaplin. 

Local  (rovernment  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  8), — Bill  to  confirm  certain  Provi- 
nional  Orders  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  relating  to  Bath  (three),  Devonport 
(two),  Margate  and  Oxford,  and  to  the 
liomf ord  and  Wallingf ord  and  Crowmarsh 
United  Districts,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell  and  Mr. 
Chaplin. 

Local  Government  (Ireland)  Provi- 
sional Order  (No.  1), — Bill  to  confirm  a 


Provisional  Order  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  for  Ireland  relating  to 
Wicklow  Harboiu*,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Attorney-General  for  Ireland 
and  Mr.  Gerald  Balfour. 

Local  Government  (Ireland)  Provi- 
sional Orders  (No.  2), — Bill  to  confirm 
certain  Provisional  Orders  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  for  Ireland  relating:  to 
Dublin,  Belfast,  Lame,  and  Longford 
(Rural),  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Attorney-General  for  Ireland  and  Mr. 
Gerald  Balfour. 

Local  Grovernment  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  7)  Bill, — "  to  confirm  certain  Provi- 
sional Orders  of  the  Local  Grovernment 
Board  relating  to  the  boroughs  of  Barn- 
staple and  Halifax  and  to  the  counties  of 
East  Sussex  and  Middlesex,"  presented, 
and  read  the  first  time ;  to  be  referred  to 
the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private 
Bills,  and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  192.] 

Local  Grovernment  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  8^  Bill, — "  to  confirm  certain  Pro- 
visional Orders  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  relating  to  Bath  (three),  Devonport 
(two),  Margate,  and  Oxford,  and  to  the 
Romford  and  Wallingford  and  Crowmarsh 
United  Districts,'^  presented,  and  read  the 
first  time ;  to  be  referred  to  the  Examiners 
of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  and  to  be 
printed.     [Bill  193.] 

Q2 
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Local  Government  (Ireland)  Provisional    BIRKENHEAD     CORPORATION       BILL- 
Order  (No.  1)  Bill,—"  to  confirm  a  Pro-  ^       .    ILorcte}. 

visional  Order  of  the  Local  Government       Reported,  with  Amendments ;   Keport 
Board  for  Ireland  relating  to  Wicklow   to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 

Harbour,"  presented,  and  read  the  first  ,^  ^^^^  ^^.r,,^- 

time;  to  be  referred  to  the  Examiners  of    ^^««'°«H^S  BILlK,^ 
Petitions  for  Private   Bills,   and  tobe-^  ,*.,*         j        .       -r»        ^ 

printed.     [Bill  194.]  i      Reported,  with  Amendmente;   K^port 

'^  "■  ^  ,  to  he  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  pnntecL 

o!^^.l)^m::^'t^^lSlZZl    «^'««-V   COMMERCIAL    DOCKS     BIIX 

Provisional  Orders  of  the  Local  Govern-  t»_^j       -^i^a        j        ^        t> 
ment  Board  for  Ireland  relating  to  Dublin,  Reported,  without  Amendment  ;     Re- 
Belfast,   Lame,   and  LongfoiS  (Rural),"  port  to  he  upon  the  Table, 
presented,  and  read  the  first  time ;  to  be  Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time, 
referred   to  the   Examiners  of  Petitions 
for  Private    Bills,   and   to    be   printed.  GLASTONBURY  WATER  BILL  [Lords]. 

[Bill  195.]  I      Reported,  with  Amendments ;   Report 

'  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 

ELECTRIC     LIGHTING     PROVISIONAL ; 

ORDERS  (No.  4)  BILL  ,  BELFAST  CORPORATION  BILL. 

Reported,   without  Amendment  [Pro-'      Reported,  with  Amendments;  Report 
visional  Orders  confirmed] ;  Report  to  lie  ,  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
upon  the  Table. 

Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  upon 
Monday  next. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 
That  they  have  agreed  to, — 
Local  Grovernment  Provisional  Orders 


ST.    ANDREWS   BIRGH   PROVISIONAL    .^^   i\Ti;ii. 

ORDER  BILL  [Lonls].  V^^^*  ^f  ^i"  — 

Reportecl,   without  Amendment   [Pro-        Amendments  to — 
visional  Order  confirmed] ;  Report  to  lie       Loughborough  and  Sheepshed  Railway 

upon  the  Table.    ,,,.,.  Bill  rLords],  without  Amendment. 

Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  upon  ^ 

lilonday  next.  \      That  they  have  passed  a  Bill,  intituled, 

'  "  An  Act  to  confer  further  powers  upon 
WEST     GLOUCESTERSHIRE      WATER    the  Ck)rporation  of  Manchester  and  neigh- 

^^^^-  '  bouring  authorities  in  respect  of  Tram- 

Reported,  with  Amendments  ;    Report  ]  ways  within  and  beyond  the  city ;  and  for 
to  he  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.    !  other    purposes,"      [Manchester   Corpor- 

'  ation  Tramways  Bill  \ Lords.'] 
SOUTH       EASTERN       AND      LONDON,. 

CHATHAM,    AND    DOVER    RAILWAY        Also,  a  Bill,  intituled,  "  An  Act  to  em- 

COMPANIES  (NEW  LINES)  BILL.        '  power    the    Corporatiou   of    Oldham   to 

Reported,  with   Amendments ;  Report    construct  additional  tramways ;  to  make 

to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed,      a  new  street ;   to  confer  further  powers 

upon  the  Corporation  and  other  authorities 
LINCOLN  AND  EAST  COAST  RAILWAY    with  regard  to  tramways  in  and  near  the 
AND  DOCK  BILL.  •  borough  ;  and  for  other  purposes."     [Old- 

Reported,  with  Amendments ;    Report    ham  Corporation  Bill  [Lords.'] 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 

Also,  a  Bill,    intituled,   "An  Act  to 
UXBBIDGE     AND     RICKMANSWORTH    authorise  the  Corporation  of  the  City  of 
RAIL\\  AY  BILL  Glasgow  to  construct  new  Tramways ;  to 

Reported,  with   Amendments ;  Report    establish  libraries ;  to  extend  the  bound- 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed,      aries  of  the  city ;  to  raise  further  moneys ; 

and  for  other  purposes."    [Glasgow  Cor- 

BELFAST  AND  NORTHERN  COUNTIES   poration  (Tramways,  &c)  Bill  [Lords.] 
RAILWAY  BILL. 

Reported,  with  Amendments ;  Report        Also,  a  BiU,  intituled,  "  An  Act  to  con- 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed,      fer  further  powers  on  the  Corporation  of 
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Pfiitioiis. 
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Petitions. 
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Glasgow  in  relation  to  their  gas,  water,  '  STOCKTON    AND    MIDDLESBROUGH 
and    electricity    undertakings;    and  fori  WATER     BILL    [Lords], 

other  purposes."    [Glasgow   Corporation  •      Read  the  first  time  ;  and  referred  to 
(Gas  and  Water)  Bui  [L&ids.']  the   Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private 

Bills; 
Also,    a  Bill,   intituled,   "An   Act  to 
authorise    the     Stockton    and    Middles- j     TOTLAND    WATER     BILL    [Lords]. 
brough  W^ater  Board  to  construct  a  new  i      Read  the  first  time  ;  and  referred   to 
reservoir  and  other  works ;  to  amend  the    the   flxaminers  of  Petitions  for  Private 
Acts  relating  to  the  supply  of  water  by  ■  Bills, 
the  Board ;  to  change  the  name  of  the 
Board  ;  and  for  other  purposes."     [Stock- 
ton    and     Middlesbrough     Water     Bill 
[Lords.^ 


LONDON   HOSPITAL   BILL     [Lords]. 

Read  the  first  time  ;  and  referred  to 
the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private 
Bills. 

LIVERPOOL    OVERHEAD    RAILWAY 
BILL      [Lords]. 

Read  the  first  time  ;  and  referred  to 
'  the   Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private 

I  Bills. 


Also,  a  Bill,  intituled,  "An  Act  for 
incorporating  and  conferring  powers  on 
the  Totland  \Vaterworks  Company ;  and 
for  other  purposes.'*  [Totland  Water  Bill 
[Lords,'] 

Also,  a  Bill,  intituled,  "  An  Act  to  en- 
able the  Grovemors  of  the  London  Hospital 
to  acquire  certain  lands ;  and  to  erect 
buildings  for  their  Out-Patients*  Depart- 
ment ;  and  for  other  purposes."  [London 
Hospital  Bill  [Lards.] 

And,  also,  a  Bill,  intituled,  "  An  Act  to 
empower  the  Liverpool  Overhead  Railway 
Company  to  take  on  lease  certain  autho- 
rised tramways  in  the  districts  of  Waterloo- 

with-Seaforth    and    Great    Crosby;     to  BOROUGH    FUNDS    ACT,    1872. 

authonse  the   construction  of  additional  >      t^  s.-^-      e        \t    ^        r       i^      x-        r 
tramways;     and    for    other    purposes.""      Petition  from  Ventnor,  for  alteration  of 

[Liverpool  Overhead  Railway  Bill  ^ds.] '  **^  '  *^  ^«  ^P^'^  ^*^^  Table. 

EDUCATION    OF   CHILDREN   BILL. 
Petition  from   Sunderland,  in  favour; 

t>    J  ^u 'V   ..  7-  L— — J-  I  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

Kead  the  first  time  ;  and  referred  to  I  '^ 

the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private  ,  GROUND  VALUES  (TAXATION)  (SCOT- 
Bills.  LAND)  BILL. 

Petition  from  Bridgeton,  in  favour  ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 


PETITIONS, 


BOILERS  INSPECTION  AND  REGISTRA- 
TION   BILL. 

Petition  of  the  Mining  Association  of 
Great  Britain,  for  alteration ;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table. 


MANCHESTER   CORPORATION    TRAM 
WAYS    BILL     [Lords]. 


OLDHAM  CORPORATION  BILL    [Lorda]. 

Read  the  first  time  ;  and  referred  to 
the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private 
Bills. 


MINES   (EIGHT    HOURS)    BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour  ; — From  Braysdown ; 
Clifton   Hall ;— Old   Mills  ;— and,  Shire- 
GLASGOW    CORPORATION   (TRAM-       oaks  and  Stoetley  Collieries  ;  to  lie  upon 
WAYS,  &c.)  BILL     [Lords].  '  the  Table. 

Read  the  first  time  ;  and  referred  to 


the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private 
BUls. 


RATING    OF    MACHINERY    BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour ; — From  Leicester ; 
Keighley ; — and,  Ivybridge ;  to  lie  upon 

GLASGOW   CORPORATION   (GAS   AND !  the  Table. 
WATER)   BILL    [Lonki}.  | 

Read  the  first  time  ;  and  referred  to  1     REGISTRATION    OF    FIRMS    BILL. 

'  the  ExAn^ners  of  Petitions  for  Private  |      Petition  from  Leicester,  in  favour  ;  to 

'  Bills.  I  lie  upon  the  Table. 
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ROMAN    CATHOLIC    UNIVERSITY    IN  |  relation  to  Sums  so  borrowed,  up  to  3 1  ^' 

IRELAND.  March,    1899,  in*  pursuance   of  the    Ar- 


Petitions  against  establishment ; — From 
Kingussie  ; — Grantown  ;  —  Galashiels  ; — 
Glasgow  ;— Strathpeffer ; — and,Dingwall ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

SALE  OF  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS  ON 
SUNDAY    BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour  ;— From  Walkden  ; 
— Ashton-on-Ribble ; — Preston ; — Wigan  ; 
— Anti-Sunday  Travelling  Union; — and, 
Manchester ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

SAVINGS  BANKS. 

Petition  from  Inverness,  for  inquiry  by 
ft  Select  Ck)mmittee;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

TEMPERANCE    REFORM   (THREEFOLD 
OPTION)  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Petition  from  Irvine,  in  favour ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

VACCINATION   ACTS,  1867  TO  1898. 
Petition  from  Keighley,  for  alteration 
of  law  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 


DUBLIN   METROPOLITAN   POLICE. 

Copy  presented, — of  Statistical  Tables 
for  the  year  1 898  [by  Command]  ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

SUPERANNUATION    ACT,    1884. 

Copy  presented, — of  Treasury  Minute, 
dated  2nd  May,  1899,  declaring  that 
Thomas  Benson,  Chief  Mate,  Revenue 
cruiser  "  Vigilant,"  in  the  service  of  the 
Commissioners  of  Customs,  was  appointed 
without  a  Civil  Service  certificate  through 
inadvertence  on  the  part  of  the  Head  of 
his  Department  [by  Act] ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

NATIONAL   SCHOOL  TEACHERS'  (IRE- 
LAND)   PENSION    FUND. 

Annual  Accounts  presented, — of  Re- 
ceipts and  Payments  for  the  period  to 
31st  December,  1898  [by  Act] ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

IMPERIAL    DEFENCE    ACT,    1888. 

Account  presented, — of  all  Moneys 
issued  from  the  Consolidated  Fund,  of 
Sums  borrowed,  and  of  Transactions  in 


fby  Act] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  : 
be  printed.     [No.  194.] 

WINES    IMPORTED. 

Return  ordered, —  "  of  the  quantity  c 
Wines,  at  the  various  degrees  of  strengt-, 
which  were  imported  into  the  Unit*-! 
Kingdom  from  Spain,  Portugal,  Madeira 
France,  Germany,  Holland,  Italy,  Austri 
lasia,  and  other  countries  for  the  year  1 S^^ 
(in  continuation  of  Parliamentary  Paper, 
No.  155,  of  Ses8ionl898)."— (ilfr.  Gol^i.) 


QUESTIONS. 


DANGEROUS     TRADES     COMMITTEE. 

Sir  HOWARD  VINCENT  (SheffieKl 
Central)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment if  the  e^adence  taken  in 
Sheffield  by  the  Dangerous  Trades  Com- 
mittee will  be  published,  in  order  that  the 
workmen  in  the  file-cutting  and  other 
trades  affected  may  be  able  to  judge  if 
the  witnesses  had  sufficient  knowledge  of 
the  facts  to  guide  a  Committee  without 
practical  experience  in  the  trades  con- 
cerned. 

♦The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Sir  M, 
White  Ridley,  Lancashire,  Blackpool) : 
Much  of  the  evidence  taken  by  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  file-cutting  and  grinding 
trades  was  obtained  informally  by  them 
while  visiting  the  working  places.  Evidence 
was  also  given  formally  by  many  wit- 
nesses (most  of  it  by  representatives  of 
the  workmen  themselves),  and  notes 
though  not  verbatim  reports,  were  taken. 
In  accordance  with  my  honooiable 
friend's  suggestion,  I  have  asked  the 
Committee  to  summarise  the  notes  with  a 
view  to  their  publication. 

Sir  HOWARD  VINCENT :  Will  that 
include  the  informal  as  well  as  the  formai 
evidence  ? 

*SiR  M.  WHITE  RIDLEY  :  Yes. 

Sir  HOWARD  VINCENT :  WiU  the 
names  of  the  informal  witnesses  be  given  ? 
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♦Sir  >L  ^VHITE  RIDLEY :  That  is 
rather  a  matter  for  the  Committee. 

Mb.  STUART  WORTLEY  (Sheffield, 
Hallam) :  Is  the  right  honourable  Qentle- 
man  aware  that  representatives  of  working 
men's  organizations  express  great  dissatis- 
faction  with  the  findings  of  the  Com- 
mittee? 

*SiR  M.  WHITE  RIDLEY :  This  is  a 
ijuestion  rather  of  the  evidence  taken 
than  of  the  findings. 

LUNACY. 

Mr.  p.  O'BRIEN  (Kilkenny):  On 
behalf  of  the  honourable  Member  for 
Wicklow,  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
his  attention  has  been  recently  called  to 
the  statistics  of  insanity ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  an  increase  in  the  actual 
numbers  of  registered  insane  from  55,525 
to  132,831  has  taken  place  between  the 
the  years  1862  and  1896,  and  an  increase 
in  the  ratio  of  insane  to  population  from 
1*81  to  3'33  per  1,000  during  the  same 
period ;  and,  whether  he  wiu  cause  an 
inquiry  to  be  made  into  the  subject  to 
.ascertain  if  any  means  can  be  devised  to 
.arrest  the  spread  of  the  disease. 

Sir  M.  white  RIDLEY:  I  am 
aware  that  the  numbers  of  the  regis- 
tered insane  do,  most  unfortunatelv, 
increase.  At  the  same  time,  I  would 
refer  the  honourable  Member  to  the 
Special  Report  of  the  Lunacv  Commis- 
sioners, published  in  1897,  on  the  subject, 
..and  I  cannot  say  that  at  present  1  see 
sufficient  ground  for  directing  further 
special  investigation. 

TETERBOROUGH  RAILWAY  STATION. 

Mr.  MONCKTON  (Northampton- 
shire, N.^ :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Boara  of  Traae  whether  any  and,  if 
so,  what  improvements  have  been  inade 
in  the  Great  Eastern  Railway  Company's 
station  at  Peterborough,  in  pursuance  of 
their  promise  to  the  &>ard  of  Trade ;  and, 
whether,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Board, 
there  is  now  satisfactory  and  sufficient 
security  for  the  safety  of  the  travelling 
public  at  that  station,  having  regard 
especially  to  times  of  great  pressure,  such 
as  excursions,  agricultural  shows,  &c. 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
OF   TRADE   (Mr.  Ritchie,  Croydon): 


The  General  Manager  of  the  Great 
Eastern  Railway  Company  writes  to  me 
as  follows : — 

**  I  beg  to  state  that  after  the  Order  for  the 
works  referred  to  in  my  letter  of  7th  December 
last  had  been  given  by  the  Board,  an  improve- 
ment was  suggested  in  them  which  has  de- 
layed somewhat  the  carrying  of  them  out; 
but  I  have  the  pleasure  to  inform  you  that 
they  have  been  commenced,  and  will  be  pro- 
ceeaed  with  with  all  possible  speed.'' 

As  regards  the  second  paragraph  of  my 
honourable  friend's  question,  I  can  only 
say  that  the  Board  of  Trade  regard  what 
is  being  done  as  merely  a  substantial  in- 
stalment of  what  is  necessary  to  perfect 
the  condition  of  things  at  this  station. 

LIGHTHOUSE  KEEPERS'  PAY. 

Sir  LEONARD  LYELL  (Orkney  and 
Shetland) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  [President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  if  he  can  explain  the 
delay  that  has  occurred  in  giving  a  reply 
to  the  petition  of  the  lighthouse  keepers 
of  the  United  Kingdom  for  an  increase  of 
pay  ;  and,  whether,  having  regard  to  the 
fact  that  seven  months  have  now  elapsed 
since  these  petitions  were  presented,  he 
will  urge  the  authorities  to  give  their 
decision  at  an  early  date,  and  so  allay  the 
dissatisfaction  which  now  prevails  in  the 
lighthouse  service  of  the  country. 

Mr.  RITCHIE :  As  stated  in  my  reply 
to  the  honourable  and  gallant  Member 
for  the  Eastern  Division  of  the  County  of 
Cork  on  the  1st  May,  I  have  lately  re- 
ceived applications  from  the  three  light- 
house authorities  for  the  sanction  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  to  increase  of  pay  to  the 
lighthouse  keepers  in  their  employ.  No 
time  has  been  lost  in  considering  these 
applications,  and  I  hope  to  be  able  to 
announce  the  decision  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  at  an  early  date. 

UNQUALIFIED  DISPENSERS. 

Major  RASCH  (Essex,  S.E ) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Vice-President  of  th^  Com- 
mittee of  Council  whether  the  Executive 
of  the  General  Medical  Council  had 
stated,  in  their  reply  to  the  Privy 
Council,  what  grounds  they  had  for  con- 
sidering that  accidents  due  to  the  employ- 
ment of  unqualified  dispensers  by  medical 
practitioners  were  very  rare ;  and,  if  not^ 
would  he  ask  that  body  what  means  they 
had  of  knowing  the  number  of  accidents^ 
fatal  and  otherwise,  which  resulted  in 
doctors'  surgeries  from  the  employment 
of  unqualified  dispensers. 
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'  The  VICE-PRESIDENT  of  the  Fitzer,  of  Louisa  Street,  whicE  was  rac- 
COUNCIL  (Sir  John  Gorst,  Cambridge  i  cinated  on  the  same  day  as  Mr.  and  Mrs. 
University) :  The  infrequency  with  •  Rouse's  baby,  and  by  the  same  public 
which  such  cases  are  reported  to  the  ^  vaccinator  ;  and  has  an  iftquiry  been 
Privy  Council  tends  to  confirm  the  made;  did  the  Public  Vaccinator  report 
opinion  of  the  General  Medical  Council  either  the  case  of  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Rouse's 
that  they  are  very  rare,  and  the  Privy  \  baby,  or  of  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Fitzer'*  ;  \s  there 
Council  have  not  therefore  thought  it  *  any  penalty,  and  what,  imposed  on  the 
necessary  to  ask  the  General  Medical  Public  Vaccinator  if  he  negleets  reporting 
Council  for  any  further  information.  such    cases   to    the   Lo(^     Govenunent 

!  Board ;  is  he  aware  that  the   Mile  £cii 
KINDERGARTEN  TRAINING.  Guaidians  have  adjourned  the  considera- 

^Ir.  MORRELL  (Oxford,  Woodstock)  :    tion  of  the  Rouse  case  pendin^the  repon 
I  beg  to  ask   the   Vice-President  of  the  ;  o^   the  Local    Grovernment     Koard  s   In- 
Conmiittee     of    Council    on    Education,  '  spector ;  and  i»t11  that  report  be  forwarded 
whether,  having  regard  to  the  expressed    to  the  said  Board  of  Guardians, 
opinion  of  the  Education  Department  in  - 

1892,  that  it  is  desirable  to  give  further       The  PRESIDENT   of  thk    LOCAL 
encouragement  to    the    employment    of  •  GOVERNMENT     BOARD      (31r.     H. 
kinderfflirten  methods  in  infant  schools,    Chaplin,   Lines,  Sleaford) :    As    regards 
he  will    inform    the   House   what  steps    the  first  point,  I  do  not  know  what  is  the 
have  been  taken  to  secure  adequate  train- .  tax  to  which  the  honourable  Member  has 
ing  in  kindergarten  method  in  the  train- ;  referred.     I  have  received  a  commiuiiea- 
ing  colleges,  and  to  make  this  subject  an    tion  from   Mr.   Haines  as  to    the   child 
essential  part  of  the   curriculum  and  ex-  ■  referred  to  in  the  second  parag;raph,  but 
amination  demanded  of  teachers,  whether    ™y  information,  resulting  from  inquiries 
pupil  or  assistant,  prior  to  obtaining  certi- '  ^  \^^yQ  made,  is  in  direct  conflict  with  his, 
ficate  of  qualification  for  an  appointment    !•  The  child  was  not  vaccinated  on  the 
to  a    public    elementary    infant    school  i  s^un®  ^J  as  Mrs.  Rouse's  child,  but  more 
under   inspection  ;  and   to  what   extent !  than  a  month  afterwards.     2.  The  child 
managers    of    public    elementary  infant  ■  suffered  after  its  vaccination  from  a  mild 
schools  have  avaOed  themselves  of  the  I  attack  of  chicken-pox,  a  disease  which  has 
opportunity  of    appointing    as  assistant ,  "^    reference    to    vaccination.      3.    The 
teachers  persons   holding  certificates  of  \  mother  herself  expressed  annoyaAce  that 
the  National  Froebel   U^on  under  the  !  persons  who  had  called  on  her  had  wanted 
Code  of  1892.  i  ner  "to  make  a  fuss  that  the  chicken-pox 

o       TnuxT    rtf\T^ci^     A  t  '  ^^  ^"®  ^  vaccination.''    In  replv  to  the 

biR  JUHJN  ItORST  :  As  a  rule  no  .  fourth  paragraph,  there  is  no  obKgatfon 
special  training  is  provided  in  the  train- 1  on  the  part  of  the  Public  Yaeciiiator  to 
mg  colleges  for  teachers  of  infante' '  report  to  the  Local  Government  Boaid 
schools.  In  the  syllabus  of  examination  such  cases  as  those  referred  to  in  the 
for  certifi<»tes  of  this  year  kindergarten  j  question;  and  in  replv  to  the  fifth  para- 
is  for  the  first  time  specifically  mentioned  i  graph,  I  have  received  a  communication 
as  an  optional  subject.  A  considerable  1  from  the  Guardians  with  regard  to  the 
niimber  of  managers  have  availed  them- 1  case,  but  they  do  not  ask  for  a  copy  of 
selves  of  the  provision  mentioned  in  the  the  Inspector's  report,  and  it  is  not 
second  paragraph,  but  no  precise  figures  customary  to  forwaid  to  the  Guardians 
can  be  given.  :  copies  of  reports  of  this  Idnd,  which  most 

often   necessarily   contain   references  to 

Mil  S'TJEADMAN  (Tower  Hamlete, 
Stepney) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  if  he  will 
state  the  statutory  authority  for  imposing 
a  poll  tax  on  all  registered  births  in 
England  and  Wales;  has  he  received  a 
further  communication  from  Mr.  J.  F. 
Haines,  of  Mile  End,  calling  attention  to 
another  case  of  eruption  after  vaccination, 
Tiz.,  the  case  of  the  child  of  Mr.  and  Mrs. 


private  family  history. 

MEAT  INSPECTORS. 

Mr.  p.  CBRIEX  :  On  behalf  of  the 
honourable  Member  for  the  St.  Patrick 
Division  of  Dublin,  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Local  Crovernment  Board 
whether  he  is  aware  that  there  exists  no 
body  specially  empowered  to  conduct  ex- 
aminations  and  issue  certificates  to 
candidates  applying  for  apppoihtments  ^ 


477  lUrS,  {12  May  1899}  ''Tenible.''  478 


moat  inspectors  ;    and   whether  he  will 
arrange  to  establish  such  authorised  body 


DOCKYARD    APPRENTICES. 
Sir  FORTESCUE  FLANNERY  (York, 


vernment  Board  Onler  of   11th   March, 
1899. 


on  the  line^  indicated  in  the  Local  Go- 1  W.  R.,  Shipley) :    I  beg  to  ask  the  First 

Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  will  he  explain 
why  permission  has  been  given  for  dock- 
'  yard  fitter  apprentices  to  be  allowed  to 
Mr.  CHAPLIN :  I  have  no  statutory  !  sit  at  the  forthcoming  examination  for 
authority  to  carry  out  such  an  arrange-   direct  appointment  as  prolwttionary  assis- 
ment  as  that  referred  to  in  the  Question,  ;  tant  engineers  in  the  Royal  Navy,  seeing 
and,  before  proposing  any  legislation  on    that  the  practice  of  entering  such  candi- 
the  subject,  it  seems  to  me  desirable  to   dates  was  condemned  in  paragraph  9  of 
await  the  result  of  the  communications   the  report  of  Admiral  Cooper-Key's  Com- 
wbich    I    have   addressed   to    the   local   mittee ;  if  the  fitter  apprentice  candidates 
authorities.       In    addition  to   this,   the  ,  previously  mentioned  are  in  addition  to 
Sanitary  Institute  and  other  bodies  have,    those  already  annually  elected  for  training 
I  believe,  for  some  years  past  afforded  op-   at  the  Keyham  Engineering  College ;  anc^ 
portunities  for  training  and  examination    if  so,  has  this  permission  been  granted  in 
in  meat  inspection  in  connection  with  the    consequence  of  a  dearth  of  candidates  for 
certificates  to  Sanitary  Inspectors,  and  I    direct  entry  into  the  engineering  branch 
have  no  doubt  that  the  recently  constituted    of    the    Navy;    if  the   fitter  apprentice 
Sanitary  Inspectors   Examination  Board   candidates    previously    mentioned    have 
will  maintain  similar  examinations.    More-   attended    the    regular    day   engineering 
over,   I    understand   that    the    Sanitary    course  at  a  recognised  college  for  technical 
Institute    are    matuiing    a    scheme    for    education  for  one  year  as  prescribed  by 
holding  special  examinations  in  meat  in-   paragraph  3  of  the  Regulations  for  all 
spection.  j  candidates  for  direct  appointment  as  pro- 

bationary assistant  engineers  in  the  Royal 
THE    TKANS\'AAL    DYNAMITE        ■  Navy  ;  and  whether  the  parents  of  those 
CONCLSblON.  candidates  for  engineer  studentships  and 

Dr.  CLARK  (Caithness) :  I  beg  to  .  direct  entry  assistant  engineers  M-ho  have 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  to  bear  the  cost  of  their  sons*  training  for 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  sole  right  the  position  of  probationary  assistant 
to  manufacture  all  explosives  in  the  engineer  have  been  informed  that  it  is 
Transvaal  was  granted  hy  the  Volksraad  the  intention  of  the  Admiralty  to  allow 
in.  1882,  two  years  l)efore  the  London  dockyard  fitter  apprentices  to  compete. 
Convention  ;  that  a  joint  stock  company  i 

was  established  in  London  in  1882  to  The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
work  the  concession,  but  failed  to  make  R^TY<Mr.G.  J.  GoscHEN,  St.  George's, 
it  pay,  and  the  company  was  liquidated  Hanover-square) :  An  examination  of  the 
in  1888  ;  if  he  will  explain  in  what  way  questions  asked  bv  the  honourable  Gentle- 
the  explosives  concession  is  a  breach  of  naan  shows  that  they  have  been  put  under 
the  Convention  of  1884,  the  Convention  a  misapprehension  of  the  regulations  for 
being  made  after  the  concession  ;  and, .  the  entry  of  probationary  assistant  engi- 
whether  the  concession  is  an  infringement  neers  in  the  Royal  Navy.  The  system  is 
of  Article  26  of  the  Pretoria  Convention  the  same  as  it  has  been  for  several  years 
of  1881 ;  and,  if  so,  which  of  the  Sub-  past,  and  no  fresh  departiu^  has  been 
sections,  (a)  (b)  (c)  or  (d),  is  infringed  by  made  with  regard  to  the  admission  of 
it.  dockyard  apprentices,  who  are  treated  in 

the  same  manner  as  other  candidates  for 
.  The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for  direct  entry  into  the  SerA  ice.  I  may  add 
THE  COLONIES  (Mr.  J.  Chambbbuun,  .  that  the  apprentices  who  have  received 
Birmingham,  W.) :  I  am  not  aware  of  all :  permission  to  compete  at  the  forthcomuig 
the  details  mentioned,  but  any  concession  examination  have  qualified  as  laid  down 
which  may  have  been  granted  in  1882  no  -  in  the  Regulations, 
longer  exists.      The  existing  concession 

dates  from  1893  ;  it  infringes  Sub-section  ,  H-^S.  *'  TERRIBLE." 

(o)  of  Article  U  of  the  London  Convention,  Sir  EDWARD  GOURLEY  (Sunder- 
whiob  is  identical  with  Sub-section  (o)  of  I  land) :  I  be^  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Aitiote  2C  of  the  Pretoria  Convention  of  I  Admiralty  if  he  will  inform  the  House 
1881.  ,  what  decision  has  been  arrived  at  relative 
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to  the    boaers    of    H.M.S.    "  Terrible ;"  [   VOLUNTEER  MUSKETRY  PRACTICE. 
will   he  state  the  nature  of  the  repairs  |      Sir  HOWARD  VINCENT :  I  be|:  to 
found  to  be  necessary ;  atad,  what  firm  is  ■  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  f<»*  War 
.  to  do  the  work,  and  the  amount  of  the  •  when  the  amended  regulations    for    the 
tenders.  j  musketry    practice    of     the     Vohmteer 

■  Force  will  be  in  the  hands  of  Members. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  The  repair  of  the 
boOers  of  the  ''  Terrible  "  has  been  taken  ;  «Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  The  ammded 
in  hand.  The  five  elements  in  which  ;  regulations  for  Volunteer  Muaketey  will 
tubes  were  fractured  are  being  renewed  •  be  issued  with  the  June  Army  Ordeni 
throughout  with  solid  drawn  tubes  and  '  I  will  have  some  copies  placed  in  the 
<;ertain  other  tubes  which  were  bulged  Library  for  the  convenience  of  honoaral»le 
are  being  also  replaced  by  solid  drawn  Members  interested. 
.  tubes,  and  any  defective  fittings  repaired 

or  renewed  as  necessary.     As  the  work     BOMBARDMENT  OF  ILOILO— CLAIMS 
is  being  done  by  the  Dockyard  in  the  OF  BRITISH  TRADERS, 

usual  manner,  no  tenders  for  repairs  have       Caftain   SINCLAIR  (Forfar)  :  I    beg 
been  mvited  from  pnvate  firms.  ^o  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 

Foreign  Affiurs    whether    he    has     been 
H.M.S.  "GALATEA."  informed  that,  on  or  about  the    18th  <rf 

Sir  SEYMOUR  KING  (Hull,  Central) :  February  1899,  the  town  of  Eoilo,  situate 
I  b^  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admi-  ^  ^°®  Phibppmes,  bemg  held  by  the 
ralty  whether  H.M.S.  "  Galatea "  has  yet  Klipmo  insurgents,  was  sheUed  by  the 
undergone  the  usual  examination  in  dock  :  United  States  Navy  ;  that  the  town  was 
and,  if  so,  why  she  has  not  again  taken  ,  »f  ^  <>«  ^^e  by  the  bombardment,  and 
up  her  station  in  the  Humber,  as  pro- .  thereby  damage  was  caused  to  buildings 
mised  on  15th  March,  1898.  *»<*   property   of   foreign  resident*    and 

I  merchants,     chiefly     English,     German, 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  The  "  Galatea "  has  \  French,  and  Swiss,  the  estimated  %'alue 
undergone  the  usual  refit  in  the  Dock- ,  ^^  which  was  about  one  million  sterling : 
yard,  after  which  she  returned  to  her '  ^^  ^^^  ^^^  United  States  Government 
station.  She  is  now  under  orders  to  |  intend  to  compensate  traders ;  and,  if  so, 
leave  for  special  dutv  in  connection  with  whether  Her  Majesty's  Government  are 
the  North  Sea  Fisheries,  *^ai*  whether  chums  will  be  dealt  with 

\  by  a  committee  appointed  by  the  United 
MAJOR  GRANT  R-E.  '  ^'^^s  Government  locally,   or   if    they 

xw      i^or^xrun?  /ir-      '«j-      u-    \      t    should  be  submitted  to  Washington ;  and  if 

Mr.  CROMBIE  (Kincardineshire) :    I    h^^  Majesty's  Government  are  acquainted 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State    ^^h  the  probable  date  of  settlement  of 
for  ^^ar,  will  he  explain  why,  durmg  kst    ^^^^  ^j^^^^    ^^  ^  not,  will  they  take 
August,  Major  Grant,  RK,  was  appomted  .  g^     ^  ascertain, 
to  command  the  Royal  Engineers  at  Vic- 1 

toria,  British  Columbia,  and  given  local ;  *Thb  UNDER  SECRETARY  Ft)R 
rank  as  Lieutenant  Colonel,  and  took  the  i  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Mr.  Brodricx, 
position  of  Officer  commanding  the  garri- ,  Surrey,  Guildford):  Her  Majesty 'sGiovem* 
son,  although  Major  Trotter,  Koyal ,  ment  are  aware  that  a  certain  amount  of 
Marines,  over  whom  his  command  ex- ,  British  property  was  destroyed  by  the  j 
tended,  is  two  years  senior  to  Major  bombardment  of  Iloilo.  They  have,  how- 
Grant.  ,  ever,  no  information  with  regard  to  the 

intentions  of  the  United  States  Goveni- 

^TheUNDERSECRETARYofSTATE  ;  ment  to  compensate  traders.  The  question 
FOR  WAR  (Mr.  G.  Wyndham,  Dover) :    of  these  claims  is  under  consideration,  and 
While  important  building  works  necessi-   British  interests  will  not  be  lost  sight  of. 
tating  heavy  expenditure  of  public  money  I 

are  under  construction,  it  is  desirable  that  1  PORTMAHOMACK  HARBOUR, 

the  Senior  Officer  should,  as  heretofore,  |  Mr.  WEER  (Ross  and  Cromarty) :  I 
belong  to  the  Royal  Engineers.  In  order  beg  to  ask  the  Lcnrd  Advocate  whether 
to  effect  that  object  the  local  rank  of  '  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  has  received  a 
Lieutenant-Golond  was  conferred  on  memorial  from  the  Parish  Council  of 
.  Major  Grant.  I  Tarbat,  Ross-shire,  making  application  for 

iS^  Edward  Oayrieg.  ' 
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a  grant  in  aid  of  the  extension  and 
improvement  of  Portmahomack  Harbour ; 
and,  will  he  state  whether  it  is  proposed 
to  make  application  to  the  Treasury  with' 
a  view  to  accede  to  the  request  of  the 
memorialists. 

♦The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  A.  G. 
Murray,  Buteshire) :  The  answer  to  the 
first  part  of  the  honourable  Member's 
question  is  in  the  affirmative,  and  to  the 
second  in  the  negative. 

SCOTTISH  FEMALE  TEACHERS. 

Mr.  WEIR:  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord 
Advocate  whether  arrangements  can  be 
made  by  which  female  teachers  under  the 
>>cotch  Education  Department,  who  retire 
from  the  service  on  marriage,  may  receive 
a  gratuity,  in  accordance  with  the  practice 
in  the  General  Post  Office. 

♦Mr.  A.G.MURRAY:  TheSuperannua- 
tion  Act  does  not  contemplate  any  such 
^fratuity  as  is  referred  to,  nor  is  the 
Government  prepared  to  admit  that  the 
position  of  teachers  is  analogous  to  that 
of  employees  in  the  General  Post  Office, 

SECONDARY    EDUCATION    IN    SCOT- 

LAND. 

Mr.  WEIR:  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord 
Advocate  if  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
will  state  what  sum  has  been  allocated, 
for  the  six  months  ending  31st  March 
last,  under  Clause  2,  Section  4,  of  the 
Local  Taxation  Account  (Scotland)  Act, 
1898,  for  the  purposes  of  secondary  or 
technical  (including  agricultural)  educa- 
tion in  Scotland. 

♦Mr.  a.  G.  MURRAY:  The  moneys 
annually  distributable  under  the  Local 
Taxation  (Scotland)  Account  Act,  1898, 
are  paid  into  the  account  by  half  yearly 
instalments,  payable  in  advance.  The 
sum  of  £37,109  16s.  has  been  paid  over 
to  the  Scotch  Education  Department, 
bein^  the  total  amount  payable  under 
Section  2  (4)  for  the  current  financial 
year. 

SKYE  FISHERIES. 

Mr.  WEIR:  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord 
Advocate  whether,  seeing  that  the  sum 
of  XI  5,000  per  annum  had  been  allocated 
to  the  Fishery  Board  for  Scotland  under 
the  Local  Taxation  (Scotland)  Act  of  last 
session,  for  the  purpose  of  providing  and 
maintaining  vessels  for  marine  superin- 


tendence, and  otherwise  for  the  enforce- 
ment of  the  Scottish  Sea  Fishery  laws,  will 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland  state  whether 
the  Board  proposes  tosecure  another  cruiser 
so  that  tnere  mav  be  a  more  efficient 
police  patrol  of  the  fishing  beds  off  the 
islands  of  Lewis,  Skye,  and  Barra. 

Mr,  a.  G.  MURRAY :  I  am  informed 
by  the  Fishery  Board  that  they  propose 
to  obtain  another  cruiser,  and  she  will, 
when  obtained,  take  such  part  of  the 
service  as  may  be  allotted  to  her. 

ANDERSON  INSTITUTE.  LERWICK. 

Sir  LEONARD  LYELL :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Lord  Advocate  whether  he  is  aware 
of  the  circumstances  under  which  Mr. 
Young,  the  rector  of  the  Anderson  Insti- 
tute at  Lerwick,  has  been  dismissed  by 
the  School  Board  from  his  office ;  and, 
whether,  seeing  that  so  large  a  portion  of 
the  salary  and  pension  of  teachers  in 
public  schools  in  Scotland  is  supplied  from 
other  than  local  sources,  the  Government 
will  be  prepared  to  institute  some  means, 
by  legislation  or  otherwise,  whereby  an 
independent  inquiry  can  be  held  in  such 
cases. 

*Mr.  a.  G.  MURRAY :  The  circum- 
stances of  the  case  referred  to  are  now 
subject  of  correspondence  with  the  School 
Board,  and  it  is  mexpedient  to  make  any 
statement  regarding  it  at  present.  The 
appointment  and  dismissal  of  teachers  are 
matters  for  which  school  boards  are  re- 
sponsible to  their  constituents,  and  the 
Government  are  not  at  present  prepared 
to  institute  legislation  on  the  subject. 

EDUCATION  GRANTS  EARNED  IN 

SCOTLAND. 

Mr.  W^IR  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord 
Advocate  if  he  will  state  the  grant  earned 
throughout  Scotland  during  the  year 
1898  for  each  of  the  subjects  designated 
in  the  Schedule  of  the  Evening  Continu- 
ation School  Code,  as  No.  VL  (Agri- 
culture, Horticulture,  Navigation),  and 
No.  VII.  (Domestic  Economy,  Needle- 
work, Knitting,  and  Mending) ;  and,  will 
he  state  how  many  classes  have  been  held 
in  Nos.  VL  and  V II.  respectively  in  each 
of  the  six  Highland  Crofting  Counties. 

♦Mr,  a.  G.  MURRAY  :  It  is  not  pos- 
sible to  give  the  amount  of  grant  earned 
for  each  subject  under  the  Evening  Con- 
tinuation School  Code,  as  payments  are 
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made  according  to  the  number  of  hours  of    Scotland  sees  no  reason  for  any  change  inl 
teaching  in  all  subjects  added  together.  I  this  procedure,   either  as   regards  royA 
In  regard  to  the  second  part  of  the  ques- 1  arms,  or  otherwise.  All  Papers  prepared  ii. 
tion,  I  must  again  say  that  it  is  impossi))le  I  public    departments     in     Scotland     an* 
to  give  detailed  statistics,  containing  many  |  printed   in   Scotland,   and    the     Scottish 


royal  coat  of  arms  appears  upon  them. 

Mr.  PIRIE  :  Why  should  Papers  is-suai 
such  information  as  can  be  furnished  '  from  the  Scottish  Office  in  London  no: 
without  serious  interference  with  the  |  l)ear  the  Scottish  royal  arms  ? 
ordinary  conduct  of  business  will  be  sup- 


separate  items,  in  reply  to  a  question  : 
but  if  the  honourable  Member  will  apply 
to  the  Scotch  Education  Department,  all 


plied  to  him. 


*Mr.  a.  G.  MURRAY :  I  cannot  add  to 
my  answer.     I   understand   the  Scottish 


THE  MINUTES  OF  THE  SCOTCH 
EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT. 


ter),"  ordered  to  be  printed  by  the  House 
on  the  9th  August  last,  will  be  in  the 
hands  of  Members. 


Mr.  \\  EIR  :  \\  ill  the  nffht  honourable  ,  royal    arms    are    put    only     on    Papers 
gentleman  take  care  that  the  information  ;  printed  in  Scotland,  and  the  English  arms 
is  furnished  before  the  Scotch  Estimates    ^n  those  printed  in  Endand. 
are  discussed  ? 

♦Mr.  a.  G.  MURRAY  :  In  moderation, 
I  can  only  say  I  believe  that  all  possible  Mr.  THOMAS  SHAW  (Hawick 
information  is  given  the  honourable  Burghs) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate 
Memljer.  ,  whether     the     promised     issue     of    the 

Minutes  of  the  Scotch  Education  Depart- 
PARLIAMENTARY    RATING    RETURN.  •  ^^,,^  ,^„  ^^  published  in  one  voIumVin 

Mr.  CALDWELL    (Lanark,  Mid) :    I  chronological  order,  and  so  annotated  as 

beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate,  when  the  to    distinguish   repealed    or    superseded 

Return  "  Rates  Non-payment  (Scotland)  provisions  from  those  still  operative. 
(Omission  from  the  Parliamentary  Regis- 

*Mr.  a.  G.  MURRAY:  The  Minutes 
to  which  reference  was  made  yesterday 
will  l)e  issued  together,  and  in  chronolo- 
gical  order.     Their  publication   in   that 
♦Mr.  a.  G.  MURRAY :    This  Return    form  Mill  make  it  easy  to  see  which  pro- 
has  now  been  completed  and  will  l^e  laid   visions  of  the  earlier  Minutes  have  l)een 
on  the  Table  as  soon  as  possible.  superseded  hy  the  sul)sequent  Minutes ; 

but   notes  will  })e  added  indicatins:  this 
REGISTER  OF  SASINES,  EDINBURGH,    as  far  as  possible. 

Mr.  PIRIE  (Aberdeen,  N.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Lord  Advocate  whether  the  recent  I  SCOTTISH  GRANTS  IN  AID. 

Minute  by  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  Mr.  CALDWELL:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
regarding  the  office  of  the  Register  of  Lord  Advocate,  whether,  in  estimating 
Sasines,  Edinburgh,  issued  as  a  Parlia-  that  a  sum  of  £26,000  per  annum  would 
mentary  Paper,  was  printed  in  England  ;  be  required  from  the  Imperial  Exchequer 
if  he  can  explain  why  the  English  instead  in  order  to  raise  the  Scotch  fee  grant  from 
of  the  Scottish  roval  coat  of  arms  appeai^s  '  lOs.  to  12s.  per  head,  the  Department  had 
on  it,  to  what  the  error  is  due,  and,  as  taken  into  consideration  not  only  the 
attention  has  been  drawn  to  a  similar  £40,000  under  the  Act  of  1890,  but  also 
mistake  last  year,  if  he  will  take  steps  to  the  balance  of  the  Probate  Duty  under 
avoid  its  recurrence;  and  whether,  when  the  Act  of  1889  as  amended  by  the  Act 
the  interests  of  the  public  service  allow  \  of  1892,  and  that  the  average  attendance 
it^  he  will  cause  Papers  relating  to '  for  1897  was  611,205,  thus  requiring 
Scottish  Departments  to  be  printed  in  only  £61,120  to  meet  the  deficiency  of 
Scotland.  that  year ;  whether  the  Prolate  Duty  is 

an  increasing  quantity,  and  in  what  ratio 

Mr.  a.  G.  MURRAY :  The  Minute  of  is  that  fimd  increasing  or  otherwise  as 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland  referred  to  is  compared  with  the  increase  of  the  ave- 
prepared  in  the  Scottish  Office,  Whitehall,  rage  schools  attendance  entitled  to  the  fee 
and  it  is  necessary  in  the  interests  ol  the  ;  grant ;  upon  what  principle  it  is  esti- 
public  service  that  such  Papers  should  be  •  mated  that  only  £5,000  and  not  £26,000 
printed  in  London.    The  Secretary  for  •  is  required  this  year  to  keep  the  Scotch 

Mr,  A,  G,  Mvrray.  * 
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Fee  Grant  lip  to  128.  per  head;  And,'  The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  TO  the 
whether  Scotland  will  lie  credited  with  LORD  LIEUTENANT  of  IRELAND 
the  difference  if  there  has  been  a  mis-  (Mr.  G.  W.  Balfour,  Leeds,  Central) : 
calculation  ?  ,  The  reply  to  the  first  paragraph  is  in  the 

.  affirmative.     The    Land    Commissioners 

*>c      A    f^  ArTTT>T>4xr    T         1  •       i_      coHsidcr  that  the  applicant,  to  fix  a  fair 

♦Mr.  A  G.MURRAY:  In  making  the    ^ent,   should    obtain    the    certificate    of 

estimate  of  the  amount  required  to  raise    valuation  for   the  standard  year    before 

the    Fee  Grant  to  twelve  shillings    the    ^  prepares    the  originating    notice,   as 

Department  did  take  into  account  both    reference   to  such  certificate  will  assist 

the  X40,0(K)  under  the  Act  of  1890,  and    ^j^  j^  filling  up  the  notice  correctly,  and 

the   possible   Iwlance  under  the  Act  of    wUl,  in  many  cases,  prevent  the  occurrence 

1 892  ;  and  it  also  took  into  considera^n    ^f  errors  and  difficulties  in  the  identifica^ 

the  estimated  average  attendance.     The    tion  of  the  particulars  of  the  holding,  as 

average     attendance     is     an     uncertain    g^t  forth  in  the  certificate,  with  those  in 

quantity,  and  the  balance  under  the  Act    ^^^  originating  notice.      Such  identifica- 

of   1892  has  fluctuated  !)etween  nothing   tion  is  now  essential  in  every  case,  having 

^«L*n^  7f '*^^oni■'no  ^^^V  ^^^6-97,  aud   regard  to  the  provisions  of  the   Loc2 

X16,202  for  1897-98.     The  estimate  of  ,  Government  Act,   and   the    Land   Com- 

«  ®^^^,  ^^^?*^    ®"°^    required    is    on  y  -  missioners  decline  to  incur  the  responsi- 

X5,000  for  the  present  year,  owing  partly    bility   of    the    identification.      In    their 

to  the  fact  that  there  is  an  unexhausted    opinion  the  applicant,  to  have  a  fair  rent 

l>alance  of  £2,8^5  still  due  to  the  Depart-    g^ed,  should,  as  in  every  other  Court, 

ment,  but   chiefly   to  the  large   balance    g^ppiy  ^he  Commission  with  the  informar 

received  m  1898  under  the  Act  of  1892.  ,  ^ion  requisite  for  adjudicating  upon  his 

I  can  make  no  prediction  with  reganl  to    ^ase.    The  Land  Commission  are  prepared, 

the    Probate    Duty     and     consequently    however,   to    consider    the    question    of 

cannot  say  what  will  be  its  possible  m     providing  that  certificates  on  the  form 

crease  compared  with  that  of  the  average    prescribed   by  the  Order  made  by  the 

attendance.     The  Department  is  confident    ^oeal    Government   Board    pursuant   to 

that  the  latter  will  certainly  increase.     I  i  Section  54,  paragraph  10,  of  the  Local 

do  not  admit  that  there  has   been  any    Government  Act,  may,  when  available,  be 

miscalculation.  receive<l.     As  regards  the  last  paragraph, 

the  fees  received  for  certificates  form  part 
of  the  appropriations  in  aid  of  the  vote 
IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION  RULES.       f^r  the  Valuation  Department. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  MOORE  (Antrim,  N.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  I  CIVIL  SERVICE   EXAMINATIONS  FOR 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  his  attention  has  '  MONITORS, 

been  called  to  the  recent  rule  of  the  Irish  Mr.  P.  O'BRIEN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Land  Commission,  under  which  an  appli-  j  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
cant  to  ^yi  a  fair  rent  in  that  Court  is  l  Ireland  whether  he  will  grant  the  usual 
obliged  to  procure  a  certificate  of  valuation  '  five  years'  allowance  in  Civil  Service 
of  the  holding  for  the  hearing  before  the  \  examinations  to  monitors  who  have 
Court,  and  file  same,  which  has  l>ecome  j  served  in  Irish  national  schools, 
necessary  by  reason  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment (Ireland)  Act,  in  order  to  enable  Mr.  G.  W.  BALFOUR :  Age  allowances 
the  Court  to  decide  upon  the  incidence  of  in  Civil  Service  examinations  are  governed 
taxation,  thus  imposing  an  additional  cost  •  by  Clause  4  of  the  General  Regulations 
to  the  suitor  of  2s.  6d.  in  each  case ;  relating  to  such  examinations,  drawn  up 
whether  he  will  make  representations  to  by  the  Civil  Ser^'ice  Commissioners  and 
the  Land  Commission  to  the  effect  that,  I  approved  by  the  Treasury.  Apart  from 
as  a  public  department,  they  should  them- 1  the  Naval  and  Military  Services,  &c.,  the 
selves  procure  this  information   in  each  ;  allowances  are  confined  to  persons  who 


entered  with  the  certificate  of  the  Civil 
Service  Commissioners. 


case,  free  of  expense  to  the  parties,  by  a 

form  of  requisition  addressed  to  the  other 

public  department,  the  Commissioners  of 

Valuation  in  Ireland  ;  and,  what  fund  now  |         GALWAY  LAND  COMMISSION. 

receives  the   2s.   6d.   so    paid  for    such 

valuation. 


Mr.  SHEEHY  (Galway,  S.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask    the    Chief    Secretary  to  the  Lord 
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Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  whether  the  Land 
Judge  issued  a  request  to  the  Land 
Commission  to  inspect  the  Sconlon  estate 
at  Whitegate,  county  Galway,  in  Novem- 
ber, 1897 ;  and  whether  the  Land  Com- 
missioners have  yet  forwarded  their 
report  to  the  Land  Judge. 

Mr.  G.  W.  BALFOUR :  The  request 
of  the  Land  Judge  in  the  case  of  this 
estate  was  issued  in  November,  1898,  not 
1897.  The  estate  has  been  inspected  by 
two  assistant  Commissioners,  whose  report 
is  now  being  settled,  and  will,  I  am  in- 
formed, be  forwarded  to  the  Land  Judge 
in  the  course  of  a  few  days. 

PROSECUTION     FOR     DRUNKENNESS 
AT    MOUNTCHARLES. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  On  behalf  of 
the  honourable  Member  for  S.  Donegal, 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  a  summons  was  issued  by 
Constable  Fallon,  of  the  Royal  Irish  Con- 
stabulary, now  stationed  at  the  police 
station  of  Mountcharles,  Co.  Donegal, 
against  John  Morhun,  of  Mountcharles, 
who  has  been  a  teetotaller  for  nine 
years,  lor  being  drunk  in  the  public 
street  on  the  17th  of  March;  and 
that  the  summons,  when  Mr.  Moohun's 
solicitor  had  stated  the  facts  to  the 
magistrates  at  petty  sessions,  was  with- 
drawn ;  and,  whether  any  notice  has  been 
taken  by  the  authorities  of  the  conduct  of 
Constable  Fallon. 

Mr.  G.  W.  BALFOUR :  It  is  the  fact 
that  a  summons  was  issued  against  Mr. 
Moohun  by  the  constable  named,  for 
drunkenness,  on  the  1 7th  March.  Before 
any  evidence  was  gone  into,  the  de- 
fendant's solicitor  appealed  to  the  Bench, 
and  said  that  his  client  had  been  a  tee- 
totaller for  nine  years,  and  that  he  was 
so  grieved  and  distressed  at  his  being 
summoned  that  he  was  ill  in  consequence, 
and  that  if  the  Magistrates,  owing  to  the 
facts  stated,  would  take  this  into  con- 
sideration it  would  materially  aid  the 
man's  recovery.  The  charge  of  drunken- 
ness was  not  denied,  and  the  Magistrates, 
who  were  impressed  with  the  appeal  made 
to  them  on  behalf  of  the  defendant, 
suggested  the  withdrawal  of  the  summons. 
This  was  done,  and  the  defendant's 
solicitor  thanked  the  police  for  their  kind- 
ness. The  constable  seems  to  have  acted 
properly  in  the  circumstances. 

Mr,  Sh^ehy, 


IRISH    LAND   VALUATION. 


Mr.  DALY  (Monaghan,  S. )  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  will  he  explain  why 
Sub-Commissioners  in  Ireland  have  had 
to  stand  an  examination  in  Dublin 
recently  as  to  their  fitness  to  fix  fair  rents 
between  landlord  and  tenant  before 
Doctor  Voelcker,  who  is  an  flnglish 
chemist ;  and,  whether  he  can  say  what 
knowledge  of  land  valuing  in  Ireland  Dr. 
Voelcker  has,  or  if  he  can  state  upon 
what  grounds  Dr.  Voelcker  was  selected 
for 'this  important  position. 

Mr.  G.  W.  BALFOUR :  The  examina- 
tion referred  to  is  conducted  by  the  Civil 
Service  Commissioners  for  the  Irish  L«aiid 
Commissioners.      The  subjects  are    agri- 
culture, principles  of  surveying,  £ngiish 
composition,  including  prSciSy   and    arith- 
metic.    Land  valuation  is  not  a  subject 
of  examination,  nor  was  the  exam.ination 
in  surve3anff  conducted  by  the  examiner 
named  in  the  question,  who  is  an  agri- 
cultural  chemist  of  eminence,   and    was 
selected   by  the   Civil   Service   Commis- 
sioners to  examine  in  agriculture. 

IRISH    PRIVATE    BILL    LEGISLATION. 

Mr.  p.  O'BRIEN:  On  behalf  of  the 
honourable  Member  for  the  St.  Patrick 
Division  of  Dublin  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  the  Government  will 
consider  the  necessity  of  introducing  a 
Bill  to  remedy  the  existing  expensive 
and  inconvenient  method  of  Private  Bill 
legislation  for  Ireland. 

*Mr.  G.  W.  BALFOUR  :  It  must  be 
obvious  to  the  honourable  Member  that 
it  would  be  impossible  to  introduce  and 
pass  a  Bill  dealing  with  this  subject  during 
the  present  session.  As  to  the  general 
question,  I  consider  that  some  reform  in 
the  method  of  Private  Bill  legislation  for 
Ireland  is  desirable. 

IRISH    JUDICIAL    SALARIES. 

♦Mr.  HEMPHILL  (Tyrone,  N.) :  I  bee 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  what  is  the  amount 
of  the  sums  which  have  been  carried  by 
the  Treasury  to  a  separate  account  under 
Section  13  of  The  Supreme  Court  of 
Judicature  (Ireland)  (No.  2)  Act,  1897, 
in  respect  of  the  salaries  attached  to  the 
judgeships  abolished  or  left  vacant,  and 
the  net  savings  in  the  said  section  men- 
tioned. 
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♦Mr.  G.  W.  BALFpUR :  The  amount 
flo  carried  up  to  date  is  £7,563  17b.  3d., 
to  which  must  be  added  X4,000  provided 
at  page  501  of  the  current  Estimates. 
X7,500  more  will  be  so  carried  in  respect 
of  the  present  financial  year.  These 
amoimts  represent  the  salaries  of  one 
suppressed  judgeship  of  the  High  Court 
and  the  two  former  Bankruptcy  Judges. 
No  net  savings  have  as  yet  been  realised 
in  respect  of  the  administrative  staff. 

IRISH    WORKHOUSE    OFFICIALS. 

Mr.  p.  O'BRIEN:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  whether  indoor  workhouse 
officials  who  have  not  40  years*  service  i 
and  who  are  not  60  years  of  age  will  be 
dealt  with  under  the  118th  clause  of  the 
Local  Government  (Ireland)  Act  by  the 
Local  Grovernment  Board  or  by  the  County 
Council  when  they  become  incapacitated 
and  obliged  to  retire  from  office. 

♦Mr.  G.  W.  BALFOUR :  The  position 
of  indoor  workhouse  officers  who  are  not 
qualified  for  a  superannuation  allowance 
on  the  appointed  day  is  not  affected  by 
the  enactment  referred  to.  Workhouse 
officials  will  continue,  as  heretofore,  to  be 
under  the  control  of  the  Board  of 
Guardians,  who  are  the  proper  authority 
to  recommend  their  officers  for  retiring 
allowances,  subject  to  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board's  approval. 

ST.     MICHAEUS     CHURCH,     SKELLIG 

MICHAEL. 

Mr.  LECKY  (Dublin  University) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether  the  works  which  he  undertook 
in  the  summer  of  1897  to  have  carried 
out  under  proper  supervision  at  the 
ancient  ruin  of  St.  Michael's  Church  on 
Skellig  Michael,  in  the  county  of  Kerry, 
have  been  commenced ;  and,  whether  the 
Superintendent  of  National  Monuments, 
Ireland,  has  himself  or  by  his  deputy  inspec- 
ted this  ancient  church,  and  report^  on  the 
dangerous  condition  in  which  it  was 
placed  in  1895  by  the  fall  of  its  enclosing 
wall ;  and,  if  so,  might  a  Copy  of  his 
Report  be  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House. 

A  JUNIOR  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Anstruther,  St.  Andrew  s 
Burghs,  for  Mr.  Hanbury)  :  Almost 
all  the  repairs  promised  in  1897  have 
been  carried  out.     The  remainder  will  be 


executed  during  the  summer.  The  church 
was  inspected  in  1897  by  one  of  the 
surveyors  of  the  Board  of  Works,  who 
deprecated  any  considerable  interference 
with  the  ruins  as  unnecessary.  Within 
the  last  few  days  one  of  the  Board's 
professional  officers  has  been  directed  to 
make  a  further  inspection,  and  if  the 
right  honourable  Member  will  raise  the 
question  again  after  the  recess,  additional 
information  will  be  afforded  to  him. 

CELTIC  ORNAMENTS  COMMITTEE. 

Mr.  p.  O'BRIEN:  On  behalf  of  the 
honourable  Member  for  East  Clare,  I  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
whether  he  intends  to  take  any  steps  to 
carry  out  the  recommendations  of  the 
Committee  on  the  Celtic  Omamenta 
recently  discovered  in  Ireland  ? 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester, 
E.) :  Yes,  Sir ;  the  Government  are 
taking  steps  to  carry  out  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Committee  on  Celtio 
Ornaments. 

THE  PURCHASE  OF  THE  DILLON 

ESTATES. 

Mr.  SMITH-BARRY  (Hunts,  Hunting- 
don) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  a 
Question  of  which  I  have  given  him 
private  notice,  namely,  whether  it  is  true, 
as  reported  in  Tlie  Times  of  to-day,  that 
the  Congested  Districts  Board  have 
entered  into  an  agreement  for  the  pur- 
chase of  the  Dillon  estate,  in  County 
Mayo,  occupied  by  4,000  tenants  ;  and, 
whether  the  estate  is  situated  within  or 
without  the  existing  agrarian  agitation  in 
Mayo. 

Mr,  G.  W.  BALFOUR :  It  is  true. 
The  Congested  Districts  Board  have 
entered  into  an  agreement  to  purchase 
the  Dillon  estates  m  counties  M^yo  and 
Roscommon.  I  am  not  aware  of  any 
agitation  in  connection  with  any  part  of 
the  Dillon  estates. 

METROPOLITAN  CHARITIES  AND  THE 
LONDON  GOVERNMENT  BILL. 

Mr.  STEPHENS  (^Iiddlesex,  Horn- 
sey) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  whether,  under  the  operation  of 
the  London  Government  Bill,  in  the  case 
of  parishes  which  may  be  included  in  a 
borough    created    under    the    Bill,    the 
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benefits  of  charities  now  exclusively  be- 
longing to  such  parishes  would  pass  over 
to  the  borough  in  which  they  may  be 
included,  or  whether  such  charities  would 
continue,  as  heretofore,  to  be  enjoyed 
exclusively  by  the  parish  to  which  they 
now  belong. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester, 
E.) :  In  answer  to  my  honourable 
friend,  I  have  to  say  that  no  transfer  of 
the  legal  status  of  the  trust  will  affect  the 
beneficiaries  of  the  trust  in  any  way,  or, 
in  other  words,  it  would  not  injure  those 
for  whose  benefit  the  Trust  now  exists. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Sir    H.   CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
'  (Stirling  Burghs) :  May  I  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  what  will  be  the 
business  for  next  week  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Wednesday, 
as  the  House  knows,  is  left  for  private 
Members.  The  Government  nights,  Mon- 
day, Tuesday,  and  Thursday,  will,  I 
suppose,  be  occupied  by  the  London 
Government  Bill.  Friday  will  be  occu- 
pied by  a  discussion  on  the  Adjournment 
of  the  House  and  by  some  Votes  in 
Supply,  which,  I  hope,  are  of  an  uncon- 
troversial  character. 


NEfF    JFEIT. 


New  Writ  for  Lancashire  (Southport 
Division),  in  the  room  of  Sir  Herbert 
Scarisbrick  Naylor-Leyland,  baronet,  de- 
ceased.— (Mr.  Herbert  Gladstone.) 


SELECTION  (STANDING  COMMITTEES). 

Mr.  HALSEY  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee of  Selection;  That  they  had 
discharged  the  following  Members  from 
the  Standing  Committee  on  Trade  (in- 
cluding Agriculture  and  Fishing),  Ship- 
ping, and  Manufacturers : — Mr.  Austin, 
Mr.  Bartley,  Captain  Chaloner,  Captain 
Donelan,  Mr.  Lambert,  Mr.  Philipps,  Mr. 
Power,  Mr.  Abel  Smith,  and  Mr.  James 
Stuart;  and  had  appointed  in  substi- 
tution:   Mr.    Broadhurst,    Mr.     CoUery, 

Mr,  Stephens, 


Mr.  Gilliat,  Sir  Alfred  Hickman,  Major 
Jameson,  Mr.  Lloyd-George,  Mr.  Charles 
Morley,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote,  and  ilr. 
Samuel  Young. 

Mr.  HALSEY  further  rej>orted  from 
the  Committee ;  That  they  had  discharged 
the  following  Member  from  the  Standing 
Committee  on  Law  and  Courts  of  Justice, 
and  Legal  Procedure :  Sir  Alfred  Hick- 
man ;  and  had  appointed  in  substitution : 
Mr.  Bartley. 

Reports  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

SALE    OF    FOOD    AND    DRUGS    BILL. 

Reported,  with  Amendments,  from  the 
Standing  Committee  on  Trade,  <&c. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 

be  printed.     [No.  195.] 

Minutes  of  the  Proceedings  of  the 
Standing  Committee  to  be  printed  [No. 
195.] 

Bill,  as  amended  (by  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee), to  be  taken  into  consideration 
upon  Thursday,  1st  June,  and  to  be 
printed.     [Bill  196.] 

TROUT      FISHING     ANNUAL      CLOSE 
TIME  (SCOTLAND)  BILL  [Lords]. 

Read  the  first  time ;  to  be  read  a 
second  time  upon  Monday  next,  and  to 
be  printed.     [Bill  197.] 

'    PARISH    CHURCHES    SCOTLAND 

BILL  [Lords]. 

Read  for  the  first  time  ;  to  be  read  a 
second  time  upon  Thursday,  1st  June, 
and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  198.] 

NEW  MEMBER  SWORN. 

Sir  William  Reynell  Anson,  Baronet, 
Doctor  of  Civil  Law,  for  the  University 
of  Oxford. 


SITTINGS  OF  THE  HOUSE  (EXEMP- 
TION FROM  THE  STANDING 
ORDER). 

Ordered,  That  the  proceedings  of  the 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  if  the 
Committee  is  sitting  at  Twelve  of  the 
clock  this  night,  be  not  interrupted  under 
the  Standing  Order  Sittings  of  the 
House,  and  may  be  entered  upon  at  any 
time  though  opposed. — {Mr.  Balfour.) 
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TITHE    RENT-CHARGE    (IRELAND) 

BILL. 

The     chief      SECRETARY     for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  G.  W.  Balfour,  Leeds, 
Central)  :    Tne    principal   object   of   the 
Bill  which  I  now  ask  leave  to  introduce  is 
to  provide  remedies  for  certain  CTievances 
under    which  the  payers  of  tithe  rent- 
charge  at  present  suffer,   and  which  can 
only  be  dealt  with  by  legislation.     There 
are  two  classes  of  tithe  rent-charge  payers 
in   Ireland,   the   payers  of   ecclesiastical 
tithe  rent-charge  and  payers  of  lay  tithe 
rent-charge.    Each  of  these    have   their 
own  speoial  grounds  of  complaint.     Let 
me  first  take  the  payers  of  ecclesiastical 
tithe    rent-charge.       The    Irish    Church 
Acts  of  1869  and  1872  gave  power  to 
payers  of  Church  tithe  to  redeem  their 
liability  either  by  a  payment  in  cash  or 
by  means  of  a  terminable  annuity.   These 
terminable  annuities  run  for  a  period  of 
fifty-two    years.      But    if     the    interest 
charged  in  the  annuity  be  taken  (accord- 
ing to  Mr.  Gladstone's  declared  intention 
in  1869)  at  the  rate  of  3^  per  cent.,  the 
capital  sum    in    respect  of    which    the 
annuities  are  paid  would,  in  fact,  be  dis- 
charged   in  forty-five  years    instead    of 
fifty-two  years.     I  do  not  see  how  it  is 
possible  to  defend  the  continuation  of 
these  annual   pa3anents   for  seven  years 
after  the  capitalised  liability  has  been  dis- 
charged.    This  injustice  has  already  been 
rem^ied  by  the  Land  Act  of  1896  in  the 
case  of  lands  sold  to  the  tenants  under 
the  Land  Purchase  Acts.     The  scope  of 
that  Act  precluded    any  more  general 
application    of    the    remedy  ;    but    we 
publicly  recognised  at  the  time  that  the 
principle  applied  equally  to  the  case  of  all 
ecclesiastial    tithe  rent-charge  redeemed 
by  terminable  annuity,  and  the  present 
Bill  proposes  to  give  effect  to  that  re- 
cognition by  altenng  the  currency  of  the 
annuities  to  a  period  of  forty-five  years. 
The  payers  of  ecclesiastical  tithe  rent- 
charges  have   another    grievance.      The 
Irish    Church    Act    of    1872    definitely 
fixed   the  amount  of  the   charge   at  its 
amount   as   payable    on    November   1st, 
1871.     Before  that  the  tithe  payers  had 
power  to  apply  periodically  for  a  revision 
of  the  charge,  as  lay  tithe  payers  have 
still.     It  is  true  that  no  objection  appears 
to  have  been  offered  at  the  time  by  those 
interested    in    this    stereotyping  of  the 
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charge.     But  the  heavy  fall  in  agricul- 
tural   prices    which    subsequently    took 
place  was  not  then  foreseen  either  by  the 
legislature  or  by  the  tithe  rent-charge 
payers;  and  the  system  introduced  by 
Mr.  Gladstone  has  in  the  end  proved  very 
prejudicial  to  the  interests  of  the  latter. 
It  must  be  remembered  that  the  charge 
is  a  charge  upon  rents,  and  while  rents 
have    been    greatly  reduced  under   the 
supervision  oi  a  State  tribunal,  the  rent- 
charge  can  no  longer  be  varied.     While  I 
am  not  prepared  to  place  this  grievance 
in    the    same    category  with    the    first- 
mentioned,  I  do  think  a  hardship  has  been 
inflicted  on  the  tithe  payer  to  which  it 
would  be  desirable  to  apply  a  remedy,  if 
a  reasonable  remedy  can  be  found.    W  hat 
remedy,  then,  do  we  propose  ?     We  pro- 
pose tnat  the  distinction  created  by  the 
Irish  Church  Acts  between  ecclesiastical 
and  lay  tithe  rent-charge  should  be  done 
away  with  by  restoring  to  the  former  the 
character   of  a   variable  charge,   and   at 
the  same  time  withdrawing  from  the  payer 
of  ecclesiastical  tithe  rent-charge  the  special 
right  which  he  now  possesses  under  those 
Acts   of  converting   his   liability   into   a 
terminable  annuity.     We  further  propose 
that  the  old  basis  of  variation  should  be 
changed.   The  old  basis  was  the  variation 
in    the    average    prices     of    cereals    as 
published   in  the  Dublin  Chizette,  and  in 
place  of  it  we  propose  to  substitute  a  new 
basis   of  variation,    namely,  the   average 
percentage  of  variation  in  judicial  rents 
in  each  county  during  successive  periods 
of  fifteen  years.      The  variation  will  be 
automatic  and  general,  instead  of  depend- 
ing as  formerly  on  individual  applications 
to  a  court  of  law,  applications  which  were 
rendered  difficult  oy  a  highly  technical 
and  cumbrous  method  of  procedure.  The 
general   effect  of  these  changes   will   be 
an  immediate  relief  to  the  tithe  payer  of 
about  20  per  cent,  of  his  payments,  and  a 
further  relief  at  the  end  of  the  next  fifteen 
years  if  a  further  reduction  shall  have 
taken  place  in  the  average   of  judicial 
rents.     On  the  other  hand,  the  right  of 
redemption   now  enjoyed   by  payers  of 
ecclesiastical     tithe  rent-charge    will    be 
taken  away.    The  relief  to  the  tithe  payer 
means,  of  course,  loss  to  the  Church  Fund ; 
but   against   that   loss   must  l>e  set   the 
advantage  the  Fund  will  derive  from  the 
withdrawal  of  the  right  to  redeem,  and 
the  consequent  retention  of  the  remaining 
ecclesiastical  tithe  rent-charge  as  a  per- 
manent source  of  income.     Any  attempt 
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Mr.  DILLON  said  that  on  Tuesday 
ast  the  Government  availed  themselves, 
Qost  improperly  as  he  contended,  o!  the 

en    minutes   Rule   to   introduce   an   ex- 
remeiy  important  and  complicated  Irish 


ttt  strike  the  balance  of  gain  and  loss  must 
be  to  some  extent  speculative,  but  on  the 
supposition  that  if  the  Bill  did  not  pass 
full  and  immediate  advantage  were  taken 
of  the  present  right  to  redeem  by  all 
payers  of  ecclesiastical  tithe  rent-charge, 
the   Church    Fund    would    probably   be 

worse  off  than  if  our  proposals  were  session,  and  now  they  asked  leav 
adopted.  So  much  for  the  provisions  of  introduce  another  measure  of  a  highly 
the  Bill  with  reference  to  ecclesiastical  sontenlious  and  complicated  character 
tithe  rent-charge.  under    the    same    eircumstanc«s.       This 

.   1  rt»T     ..  I-        ■-.        1.      extreme  development  of  this  policy  led 

Mr.  DILLON    (Mayo,    L.) :    Can   the    |,j^  ^^  tijg   conviction  that  it  was  the 
right    honourable    Gentleman    ^ve   any    idiberate  intention  of  the  Government, 


which  appeared  to  be  the  chief 
id    probably  \k    Irish  measure  of  the  Government  for  this 


estimate  of  the  total  capital  loss  involved 
in  these  changes  1 

Mr.  G.  W.  BALFOUR:  It  is  very 
<IiDicult  to  gi\e  a  precise  estimate,  Iweause 
it  would  depend  upon  a  great  many  cir- 
cumstances which  cannot  be  foreseen. 
But  before  the  Bill  passes  into  law  I  will 
endeavour  to  lay  before  the  House  such 
an  estimate  as  it  is  possible  to  make.  But 
the  payers  of  lay  tithe  rent-  '  ' 


by  gross  misuse  of  the  ten  minutes  Rule, 
never  contemplated  when  the  Rule  was 
passed,  to  no  longer  allow  debates,  so  far 
!is  Irish  Bills  were  concerned,  on  their 
first  stage.  Now,  there  were  characteris- 
tics of  the  present  measure  which  made 
it,  in  his  judgment,  in  the  most  extreme 
degree  unsuitable  for  the  application  of 
the  ten  minutes  Rule.  In  the  first  place, 
this  was  surety  a  contentious  measure; 
md  he  maintained  it  was  not  the  inten- 


have    their  gpicvmec    and  a  very   fe>v    ii„„  „;  (h.  Government  that  thi.  Rule  wiu 
words  will  Bumce  to  dcscriw  it  and  the 
way  ill  which  we  propose  to  deal  with  it. 
It    appears    that    a  serious     legal     diffi- 


culty has  lately  arisen  out  of  a  decision  of 


to  be  applied  on  Government  days  for  the 
'  Ltroduction  of  a  Government  Bill,  but 
as  onlv  intended  for  the  introduction  of 
small      and     non-contentious     measures. 


,,        -.                 1    <-.  "       .        .1              n.       ^         (          1.  -    1_     -  small          ailU         IIUII-UUIIICIIHIIUB         lucoauico. 

the  Appeal  Co.irt,  the  effect  of  which  is  ^j^  „.^  ^  y  . ,    „„tentious  BUI,  it  «as 

that,  owing  to  irrcguliuitiom  the  method  „„„piie,te|  Bill,  and  it   .a^  in  the 

of  publication   of  corn  average,   m  the  nj^Xce,  a  Biir dealing  with  financial 

DM.  «».-,«,  the  tithe  mnt^harge  payer  ^^^^    ^^  ^  bj,,  j„J,  „„; 

1.   practically  deprived  of  hi.  rijsht  to  „,„.  p,;„j„„t  i„  the  financial  ptSneSu 

have  the  charge  vane. ,  and  vanation,  m  ,  ,£,  „           ^^^^^  ;,    projo«^to 

tithe  rent  charge  based  on  those  average.  ^,^^,  ^  ,  c;,„.id.rable  amou^TTthey 

are  held  to  bo  invalid.     The  defect  can  „.,^   „^j  ,,|„„^    ^   ^„„    ^.^^    ,t„ 

only    1«  cured  by  lemhition,   and  the  ™ount  would  be-which  »»>  .eeured  to 

I»medy  we  provide  m  the  Bill  1.  to  apply  ,^^  Treuurv  of  thi.  countrv  lor   large 

to  lay  tithe  rent-charge   the  «me   new  ^,„^„     they  wore  a.ked  to  strike  off 

sttndiird  and  the  mnic  automatic  method  ^  ,         proportion  of  that  .um.     Sow,  he 

of  vanation  a.  that  which  we  propose  to  j-^^^,  f,,,  ,       „„„„,  „  jj„et  the 

adopt  ,n  the  caje  of  eccle.iastical  tithe  .Mention  of  the  Hiu.e  to  the  last  occasion 


rent-charge.    In  fact,  if  the  Bill  passes  thi 
two  classes  of  tithi 


w-hich    it  was   proposed  to   interfere 


,         ■         .,,    ,        on    » uicil     IL    van    priijAjauu    n 

!w3!.  "'!.!,  ^  with  the  Irish  Chui-ch  Fund,  The  vca 
1894  was  the  last  occasion  on  which 
the  Government  of  the  day  proposed  to 
take  any  sum  from  the  Irish  Church 
Fund.     The  right  honourable  Gentleman 


once  again  on  an  identical  footing,  just 

they  were  before  the  Church  of  Ireland 

was  disestablished.     I  have  now  described 

the  principal  provisions  of  the  measure. 

It  contains  in  addition  one  or  two  othei    JhT'Memb^r  forMontroserwho^w 

amendments  of  the  law  but  these  are  o     chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  proposed  to 

minor    importance,    and    of  a  technical    „v,_„„  „^„  ',y^   ,,;,,,   r,h..^l.   Pnn.l  » 


character,  and  it  is  perhaps  hardly  neces 


charge  upon    the    Irish   Church  Fund  a 
,     -,   ,     ,,    -       -■   ,,      .-    ^,         sum    of    £100,000    for  the   purpose   of 
sary  that  I  should  enter  further  into  thee    ^iati„„  the  reinstatement  of  the  evicted 
*'  present.  ^^^^^^  ^^  Ireland.     That  was  a  Bill  pro- 

Motion  made  and  resolution  proposed-     posing  only  to  charge  £100,000   of  the 
■■  That  leave  be  aivcn  lo  l.rinL'  in  a  Bill  to    ^P''*'  ^"°''  involving   ail   annual   charge 
amend  the  law  relatiiiK  to  titlie  reDt-charee  '  "f  '^ss  than  £3,000.  whereas  the  present 
in  lreland."-(,Vr.  0.  H-'.  Balfour.)  \  Bill,  so  far  as  one  could  follow  the  brief 

Mr.  a.  W.  halfmir. 
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and  utterly  insufficient  statement  of  the  i  to  strike  off  large  assets  of  the  Fund  which 
right  honourable  Gentleman,  would  place  were  charged  to  the  Treasury  of  this 
upon  the  Church  Fund  a  charge  at  the   country  for  large  advances  already  made, 


very  least  ten  or  fifteen  times  as  great  as 
that  proposed  to  be  placed  upon  it  by  the 
right  honourable  Gentleman.  The  Bill  of 
1894  was  far  smaller  than  the  present 
Bill.  Yet  what  was  the  procedure 
a<lopted  ?  Did  the  then  Chief  Secretary 
have  recourse  to  the  ten  mimites  Rule  ? 
No,  he  introduced  his  Bill  in  the  ordinarv 


and  that  without  having  one  single  esti- 
mate placed  before  them  to  show  if  they 
were  justified  in  making  this  singular  de^ 
duction,  and  without  any  knowledge  of 
the  extent  to  which  the  deduction  would 
go.  What  would  have  been  said  of  the 
right  honourable  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Montrose  in  1894  if  he  had  introduced 


course,  and  the  debate  upon  it  con-  the  Evicted  Tenants  Bill,  making  this 
8umed  a  whole  night  of  Government ,  proposition  for  £100,000,  under  the  ten 
time ;  and  what  made  the  contrast ,  minutes  Eule  %  There  would  have  been 
Ijetween  the  procedure  on  this  occasion  and  motions  for  the  adjournment  of  the 
the  procedure  adopted  then  the  more  ,  House,  and  a  debate  would  have  followed 
striking  was,  that  after  occupying  a  '  in  which  the  right  honourable  Gentleman 
whole  night  of  Government  time  the  Bill  would  have  been  subjected  to  all  kinds 
was  allowed  to  be  read  a  first  time  with- 1  of  denunciation.  This  Bill  proposed  to 
out  a  Division,  whereas  the  First  Reading  ;  take  from  the  Irish  Church  Fund,  devoted 
of  the  present  Bill  would  undoubtedly  be  ,  by  Mr.  Gladstone,  when  he  disestablished 
challenged.  He  himself  would  take  ob- 1  the  Irish  Church,  to  purposes  of  education 
jection  to  it  by  dividing  the  House  on  it.    and  public  utility  in  Ireland — it  proposed 


Now  he  come  to  a  very  important  pas 
sage,  as  bearing  upon  the  present  Bill, 
from  a  speech  delivered  upon  that 
occasion   by  the  present    First  Lord  of 


to  take  from  that  fund,  if  there  were  any 
assets  left  to  it — and  he  believed  there 
were  in  spite  of  the  declaration  of  the 
right  honourable    Gentleman   the   First 


the  Treasury,  who  was  then  leading  the  |  Lord  of  the  Treasury  to  the  contrary 
Opposition.     Speaking  with  the  full  sense    those  assets,  and  divide  them  Ijetween  the 


of  responsibility  as  having  been  recently 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  he  said  : 

'*  Following  the  order  of  the  right  honour- 
able Gentleman's  explanation,  I  now  come  to 


supporters  of  the  Government.  A  more 
scandalous  and  indecent  proposal  was 
never  made  in  the  House  than  this  pro- 
posal to  deal  out  eleemosynary  aid  to  the 


the  amount  to  be  taken  from  the  Irish  Churcli  supporters  of  the  Government  in  Ireland. 
Fund  surplus  in  order  to  meet  this  amount."       These   people  were  said  to  be  suffering 

That  amount,  remember,  was  onlv  ^"^^^  *  grievance.  Why,  they  got  a 
£100,000.  The  First  Lord,  continuing,  '  quarter  of  a  million  of  money  last  year, 
gj^j^j .  when   he   supposed   they    thought    they 

.,  T1.       *        1         *•       *        1  xt   ^  I  ought   to   have   got  the    whole    of    the 

"  I  have  two  observations  to  make  upon  that  i   *  °  •     u       i  n       *  r       i.t-  i  rni. 

-first,  when  I  was  in  office,  and  haTofficial  '  Agricultural  Grant  for  themselves.  The 
information  on  this  point,  I  was  assured  that  ,  ^hief  Secretary  proposed  in  his  Bill  to 
the  Irish  Church  Fund  surplus  was  mortgaged  ^  divide  the  tithe  payers  of  Ireland  into 
to  the  hilt  and  the  number  of  charges  on  it  two  classes  under  the  Bill.  First  he  had 
Wiis  such  that  if  we  had  taken  it  1,500  for  the    .v.^   ^^^i     •    *.•     i    x-^u  *.  i 

Congested  Districts  Board  nothing  would  have  .  ^f  ®  eccles  astical  tithe  rent  payers  and 
l>een  left  l)ehind,  and  if  we  are  to  charrje  that  ,  then  the  lay  tithe  rent  payers,  and  the 
sum  of  £100,000,  and  the  Fund  proves  insuffi-  ,  attempt  of  the  right  honourable  Gentle- 
cient  to  ineet  the  liabilitie«,  it  is  imjioj^sible  for  .  man  to  draw  any  analogy  between    the 

wUhr  L^^,X^n"  e*?  t[re"drfl^^^^^^^^^^  ''''  "''  1 1-0  classes  was  isurd,  ^  one  calculated 

'  to  mislead  the  House  and  leave  it  under 
That  was  the  language  of  the  right  ,  a  false  impression.  The  grievance  of  the 
honourable  Gentleman  in  1894.  He  de-  lay  tithe  rent  payers  had  arisen  from  the 
nounced  the  right  honourable  Member  for  neglect  of  the  Castle  and  the  neglect  of 
Montrose  for  an  attempt  to  place  any  the  Government.  \\"hen  they  came  to 
fresh  charge  upon  the  Church  Fund.  '  the  ecclesiastical  tithe  rent  payers  the 
Contrast  the  right  honour  ilde  Gentle- 1  proposals  of  this  Bill  were  the  proposals 
man  the  Meml)er  for  Moitrose's  pro- '  of  public  plunder.  The  ecclesiastical 
posal  with  the  present  one.  The  tithe  rent  payers,  by  the  Act  of  1872,  to 
former  proposal  was  to  place  |  which  all  the  representatives  of  the  land- 
£100,000  upon  the  Irish  (  ^lurch  Fund.  |  lords  were  consenting  parties,  was  pissed 
But  what  was  the  proposal  i  .w  1     It  was  |  by  this  House  in  order  to  revive  a  finan- 
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cial  structure  on  which  the  Established 
Church  was  disestablished,  and  was  passed 
in  view  and  after  full  consideration  of  the 
terms  given  to  the  disestablished  Church, 
and  they  parted  with  their  right,  which 
they  manifestly  did  not  value  at  the  time, 
to  have  their  tithe  reforms  and  their  tithe 
rent-charges  made  a  perpetual  charge, 
subject  to  the  right  of  redemption  alluded 
to  by  the  right  honourable  Gentleman. 
That  tithe  rent-charge  now  meant  two 
sums,  one  in  the  shape  of  terminable 
annuities  amounting  to  about  £160,000, 
and  the  other  in  the  shape  of  perpetual 
unredeemable  charges  amounting  to  a 
similar  sum.  The  right  honourable 
Gentleman  proposed  to  cut  off  from  those 
terminable  annuities  seven  years,  which 
would  run  close  upon  one  million  sterling, 
to  be  handed  over  to  the  ecclesiastical 
tithe  payers.  He  then  proposed  to  give 
an  automatic  revision  and  reduction  of 
the  tithe  rent -charge,  amounting  to, 
roughly,  about  20  per  cent.,  to  be  in- 
creased at  the  termination  of  15  years 
by  another  20  per  cent,  or  so.  Twenty 
per  cent,  on  £160,000  would  amount  to 
something  like  £35,000  of  the  perpetual 
tithe  rent-charges,  and  he   offered   that 


compensation  for  right  of  redemption, 
which  everyone  of  the  tithe  rent-charge 
payers  had  a  right  to  exereisey  but  de- 
clined to  exercise.  They  had  an  equal  right 
of  redemption,  and  only  half  of  them 
have  exercised  that  right.  Therefore^ 
they  proposed  in  one  way  to  give  them 
£30,000  a  year,  and  then  they  also  pro- 
posed to  take  away  the  right  which  they 
had  enjoyed  for  25  years  past.  He  pro- 
posed to  conclude  by  moving  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  House,  because  he  believed 
the  introduction  of  this  Bill  was  a  gross 
abuse. 

♦Mr,  SPEAKER:  The  honourable 
Gentleman  cannot,  under  the  Standing 
Order,  move  the  adjournment. 

Mr.  DILLON  :  Then  it  is  within  your 
discretion  to  put  the  Question  of  adjourn- 
ment. 

♦Mr.  speaker  :  Yes,  under  Standing 
Order  16. 

The  House  divided  on  the  question 
"  that  leave  be  given  to  brine  in  the  Bill." 
—Ayes  205;  Noes  113.  (Division  List 
No.  141.) 


Acland-Hood,Capt.Sir  Alex.  F. 
Aird,  John 

Allsopp,  Hon.  George 
Anson,  Sir  William  Reynell 
Archdale,  Edward  Mervyn 
Atkinson,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Baillie,  James  E.  B.  (Invemesa) 
Baldwin,  Alfred 
Balfour,  Kt.  Hon.  A.  J.  (Man'i 
Balfour,RtHnGeraldW.(Leeds 
Banbury,  Frederick  George 
Barnes,  Frederic  Gorell  |  Hunts 
Barry,  Rt.  Hn.  A.  H.  Smith- 
Bartiey,  George  C.  T. 
Barton,  Dunbar  Plunket 
Beach,Rt.Hn.SirM.H.(Bristol 
Bethell,  Commander 
Bhownaggree,  Sir  M.  M. 
Biddulph,  Michael 
Bill,  Charles 
Blakiston-Houston,  John 
Bonsor,  Henry  Cosmo  Orme 
Boscawen,  Arthur  (Jriffith- 
Bowles,  Capt.  H.  F. (Middlesex 
Bowles,  T.Gibson  (Lynn  Regis 
Brassey,  Albert 
Brodrick,  Rt.  Hon.  St.  John 
Itutcher,  John  George 
Oampbel],Rt.H  n.  J.  A.(  Glasgow 
Cavendish,  R.  F.  (N.  Lanes.) 
Cayzer,  Sir  Charles  William 
Cecil.  Evelyn  (Hertford,  E.) 
(/haloner.  Captain  R.  G.  W. 
Chamberlain,  lit.  Hon.  J.  (Bir. 
Chamberlain,  J.  Austen  (Wore. 
Chaplin,  Rt.  Hon.  Henry 

Mr.  a.  ir.  Hnf^'fwr. 


AYES. 

Chelsea,  Viscount 
Clarke,  Sir  Edward  (Plymouth 
Coffhill,  Douglas  Harry 
Cohen,  Benjamin  Louis 
Collings,  Rt.  Hon.  Jesse 
Colston,  Chas.  Edw.  H.  Athole 
Compton,  Lord  Alwyne 
Cooke,C.  W.  Radcliffe  ( Heref 'd) 
Corbett,  A.Cameron  (Glasgow) 
Cotton-Jodrell,Col.Edw.  T.D. 
Courtney,  Rt.  Hon.  Leonard  H 
Cranborne,  Viscount 
Cripps,  Charles  Alfred 
Cross,  Alexander  (Glasgow) 
Cruddas,  William  Donaldson 
Curzon,  Viscount 
Dalbiac,  Colonel  Pliilip  Hugh 
Dalkeith,  Earl  of 
Dalrymple,  Sir  Charles 
Denny,  Colonel 
Dickson- Poyiider,  Sir  John  P. 
Doughty,  George 
Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Doxford,  William  Theodore 
Duncombe,  Hon.  Hubert  V. 
Egerton,  Hon.  A.  de  Tatton 
EIliotjHon.A.Ralph  Douglas 
Fellowea,  Hon.AiiwynEdward 
Fergu88on,Rt.Hn.SirJ.  (Man.) 
Finch,  George  H. 
Finlay,  Sir  Robert  Bannatyne 
Firbank,  Joseph  Thomas 
Fisher,  William  Hayes 
FitzCjerald.SirRobert  Penrose - 
Fitz  Wygram,  General  Sir  F. 
Flannefy,  Sir  Fortescae 


Fletcher,  Sir  Henry- 
Folkestone,  Visconnt 
Fry,  Lewis 

Giles,  Charles  Tyrrell 
Goldsworthy,  Major-General 
Gordon,  Hon.  John  Edward 
Gorst,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  JohnEldon 
Goschen,Rt.  Hn.  G.  J.  (St.  Geo* 
Gouldins,  Edward  Alfred 
Greene,  W.  Raymond-  (Cambs. ) 
Gull,  Sir  Cameron 
Gunter,  Colonel 
Hamilton,Rt.  Hn.  LordGeorge 
Hanson,  Sir  Reginald 
Hardy,  Laurence 
Haslett,  Sir  James  Homer 
Hennon-  Hodge,RobertTrott«r 

Hill,  Arthur  (Down,  W.) 
Hill.Sir  Edward  Stock  (Bristol? 
Hoare,  Ed.  Bnxlie(Haraptea4l 
Hoare,  Samuel  (Norwich) 
Holland,  Hon.  Lionel  R.  (Bow) 
Hornby,  Sir  William  Henry 
Howard,  Joseph 
Howell,  William  Tudor 
H  ozier,Hon.  James  Henry  Cecil 
Hublwird,  Hon.  Evelyn 
Hutton,  John  (Yorks,  N.R.) 
Jenkins,  Sir  John  Jones 
Johnston.  William  (Belfa<«t) 
Johnstone,  Heywood  (Sussex) 
Kenyon-Slaney.  Col.  William 
Kimner,  Henry 
Knowles,  Lees 
Laurie,  Lieut. -General 
Lawrence,SirE.  Duming-(CorB 
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Lawrence,  Wm.  F.  (Liverpool) 
Lecky,  Rt.  HonAVni.  Edw.  H. 
Lees,  Sir  £Uiott  (Birkenhead) 
Leigh-Bennett,  Henry  Carrie 
Leighton,  Stanley 
Llewellyn,  Evan  H.  (Somerset 
Long,Rt.  Hn.  W^alter(  Liverpool 
Lopeis  Henry  Yarde  Buller 
Lome,  Marquess  of 
Lowe,  Franeis  William 
Lowther,Rt  Hon.  Jame8(  Kent) 
Loyd,  Arohie  Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell,  William 
Macartney,  W.  O.  Ellison 
Macdona,  John  Gumming 
Maclver,  David  (Liverpool) 
M*Calmont,  H.  L  B.  (Cambs.) 
M*Iver,SirLewis(Edinb*gh,W. 
M'Killop,  James 
Malcolm,  Ian 
Martin,  Richard  Biddulph 
Melville,  Beresford  Valentine 
Mevsey-Thomuson,  Sir  H.  M. 
Miadleniore,  J.  Throginorton 
Milbank,  Sir  Powlett  Chas.  Jn. 
Milner,  Sir  Frederick  George 
Milton,  Viscount 
Monk,  Charles  James 
Moore,  William  (Antrim,  N.) 
More,Robt.  Jasper  (Shropshire) 
Morrell,  George  Herbert 
Morton,  Arthur H.  A.  (Deptfd) 
Mount,  William  George 
Muntz,  Philip  A. 


Allan,  William  (Gateshead) 
Asher,  Alexander 
Ashton,  Thomas  Gair 
Asquith,  Rt.  Hon.  Herbert  H. 
Austin,  Sir  John  (Yorkshire) 
Austin,  M.  (Limerick,  W.) 
Barlow,  John  Emmott 
Beaumont,  Wentworth  C.  B. 
Billson,  Alfred 
Blake  Edward 

Brunner,  Sir  John  Tomlinson 
Bryce,  Ut.  Hn.  James 
Buchanan,  Thomas  Rybum 
Bums,  John 
Burt,  Thomas 
Buxton,  Sydney  Charles 
Caldwell,  James 
•Cameron,  Sir  Cluirles  (Glasgow 
Cameron,  Robert  (Durham) 
Campbell- Bannerman,  Sir  H. 
Cannidiael^  Sir  T.  D.  Gibson- 
Causton,  Richard  Knight 
Channing,  Francis  Albton 
Clark,  Dr.  G.  B.  (Caithness) 
Colville,  John 
Orombie,  John  William 
Daly,  James 

Dilke,  Rt.  Hon  Sir  Charles 
Donelan,  Captain  A. 
Doogan,  P.  C. 

Douglas,  Charles  M.  (Lanark) 
Duckworth,  James 
Dunn,  Sir  William 
Farquhanon,  Dr.  Robert 
Fenwick,  Charles 
Ferguson,  R.  C.  Munro  (Leith) 
Fitzmaurice,  Lord  Edmond 
Foster,  Sir  Walter  (Derby  Co. ) 
Fowler,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Henry 
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Murray,R  Hn.  A.Graham(Bute 
Murray,  Charles  J.  (Coventry) 
Murray,  Col.  Wyndham  (Bath) 
Myers,  William  Henry 
Newark,  Viscount 
Newdigate,  Francis  Alexander 
Nicol,  Donald  Ninian 
Northcote,Hon.  Sir  H.  Stafford 
O'Brien,  Patrick  (KUkenny) 
O'Neill,  Hon.  Robert  Torrens 
Orr-Ewing,  Charles  Lindsay 
Pease,  Her  brt  Pike  (Darlington 
Pender,  Sir  James 
Pierpoint,  Robert 
Pilkmgton,  Richard 
Piatt- Higgins,  Frederick 
Powell,  Sir  Francis  Sharp 
Pretyman,  Ernest  George 
Priestley  ,SirW.Overend  (Edin. 
Purvis,  Robert 
Rankin,  Sir  James 
Rasch,  \Iajor  Frederic  Came 
Rentoul,  James  Alexander 
Richardson,SirThos.  ( Hartlep'l 
Ritchie,  Rt.  Hn.  Clias.  Thomson 
Rollit,  Sir  Albert  Kaye 
Round,  James 
Royds,  Clement  Molyneux 
Russell,  T.  W.  (Tyrone) 
Rutherford,  John 
Ryder,  John  Herbert  Dudley 
Samuel,  Harry  S.  (Limehouse) 
Sassoon,  Sir  Edward  Albert 
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Mr.  DILLON  said  he  desired  to  ask  I 
the  Chief  Secretary  what  course  he  pro- 
posed to  adopt  with  regard  to  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill. 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER :  Order,  order !  There 
can  \)Q  no  further  Debate  at  this  stage. 

Mr.  DILLON  said  he  simply  wished 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  give  an  under- 
taking not  to  take  this  Bill  until  after 
Whitsuntide,  and  give  the  Irish  Members 
fair  and  proper  notice  when  the  measure 
was  to  be  brought  on,  instead  of  putting 
it  down  without  notice. 

Mr.  G.  W.  BALFOUR  said  the  Govern- 
ment had  no  desire  to  rush  the  Bill 
unduly,  and  the  Second  Reading  would 
not  l)e  taken  before  \Miitsuntide. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Gerald  Balfour,  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  Mr.  Attorney  -  General  for 
Ireland,  and  Mr.  Solicitor-General  for 
Ireland. 

TITHE  RENT-CHARGE  (IRELAND) 

BILL. 

"  To  amend  the  law  relating  to  Tithe 
Rent  -  charge  in  Ireland,"  presented 
accordingly,  and  read  the  first  time ;  to 
be  read  a  second  time  upon  Monday  next, 
and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  199.] 

FINANCE  BILL. 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  said 
that  it  seemed  to  him  quite  obvious  that 
some  steps  must  lie  taken  to  meet  the 
difficulty  with  regard  to  the  permanent 
annual  charge  for  the  National  Debt,  for 
he  thought  that  it  had  l)een  put  off 
already  too  long.  The  market  for  Consols 
was  narrower  now  than  it  had  ever  been 
before,  and  there  was  no  doubt  whatever 
that  the  circumstances  were  daily  making 
the  position  of  affairs  more  complicated. 
It  was  true  that  they  might  slide  on  in 
the  way  they  were  doing  for  another  year 
or  two.  It  was  possible  that  this  might 
last  during  the  office  of  the  present 
Government,  and  the  present  tenure  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  But 
to  let  a  difficulty  of  this  sort  slide  did  not 
seem  to  him  an  ideal  system  of  managing 
finance,  and  it  was  no  solution  of  this 


great  problem.     It  was  a  rather  remark- 
able  thing  that   the   more   the    country 
benefited    by   growing     pro8j>erit\'    and 
wealth,   the   greater  became    this    grave 
difficulty.     At  the   rate  they    i«rere   now 
going  on  it  was  quite  clear  that  persons 
now  living  might  live  to  see    the  day 
when   Consols   would    disappear     in  the 
mai^ket,  and  some  arrangement  must  he 
made  to  meet  this  great  diffieult\'.      He 
would   in  a   very   few   words  draw    the 
attention  of  the   Committee  to    the  cir- 
cumstances  under    which     the      present 
position   had   arisen.      During    the    first 
half   of  this   century   they  inherited    by 
the    great    w^r     this    great    debt,     and 
although  constant  efforts  had  been   made 
to  reduce  it,  the  total  of  the   debt    re- 
mained about  the  same  during  the  first 
30  or  40  years  of  this  century.      In  the 
year  1836  the  debt  stood  at  £853,000,000, 
and  25  years  afterwards,  in  1861,  it  stood 
at  £828,000,000,  so  that  during  that  long 
period    of    25    years,  what    with     fresh 
borroii'ing   and   papng   interest    on    the 
debt,     the     total     remained    practically 
stationarv.      There   was   no  doubt    that 
during  the  first  60  years  of  the  century 
the    debt   was  almost  looked  upon  as  a 
permanent  thing.     It  was  looked  upon  as 
an  enormous  debt  which  would  always  be 
there,  and  was  never  likely  to  be  altered 
in  its  circumstances  or  position.     In  the 
year  1861  two  very  great  changes  were 
commenced,  which  had  an  enormous  effect, 
and  which  had  led  really  and  truly  to  the 
present  position  of  affairs.     Both  those 
steps  were  right  steps,  and  they  were  the 
first  real  effort  to  reduce  the  debt     This 
was  largely  owing  to  the  efforts  of  the 
late  Mr.   Gladstone,  whose  example  was 
also  followed   bv  the  late  Sir  Stafford 
Northcote.     But   in  addition  to  that,  in 
1861  the  Post  OflSce  Savings  Bank  was 
established,   and  this    had  an  immense 
effect   upon    the  position    of   the  debt. 
During  the   40  years  that  had   elapsed 
since  1860  the  del>t  had  been  reduced  by 
£200,000,000,  for  that  was  the  amount 
of   the  debt  which   had  been  paid  off. 
But  in  addition  to  that  the  Post  Office 
Savings  Bank,   which  began  in  a  veiT 
modest  and  mild  manner  with  a  small 
sum,  like  all  healthy  institutions,  grad- 
ually developed  into  a  great  success,  and 
the  effect  had  been  that  during  the  38 
years  since  it  was  first  established,   the 
net  amount   paid  into  the  Post    Office 
Savings  Bank  alone  had  been  no  less  than 
£123,000,0001    .\11  that  money  had  for 
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all  practical  puq>oses  Ijeen  used  to  buy 
Consols.  It  was  true  that  some  small 
sums  had  1)een  used  in  other  ways,  but 
not  to  any  large  extent.  Therefore,  in 
the  38  years  that  had  elapsed  since  these 
two  movements  ))egan,  no  less  a  sum 
than  £328,000,000  had  been  withdrawn 
from  the  Consol  market,  so  that  whereas 
in  1861  there  was  at  least  £750,000,000 
of  the  debt  available  for  any  pui'pose 
in  the  market,  there  was  now  only 
£328,000,000,  or  less  than  one-half. 
In  1861,  when  the  Post  Office  Savings 
Bank  was  established.  Three  per  cent. 
Consols  stood  on  an  average  at  91j. 
But  now  the  2  J  per  cent.,  which  were  to 
be  reduced  in  a  very  short  time  to  2i, 
stood  at  about  110.  The  rise  in  tlie 
price  of  Consols  had,  of  course,  been 
concurrent  with  the  enormous  change  of 
Consols  in  the  market.  When  Consols 
were  under  par  there  was  no  possible 
difficulty  in  carr\'ing  out  the  regidations 
under  which  the  debt  was  reduced,  and 
the  SaWngs  Bank  money  was  used  for  in- 
vestment. Anv  numlxjr  of  millions  at 
that  time  could  have  l)een  1)ought,  and 
were  bought,  at  a  price  which  enabled  the 
institutions  to  go  on  satisfactorily,  and 
which  was  profitable  to  the  country.  But 
when  Consols  had  lx?come  so  verv  much 
above  par  as  they  were  at  present,  and 
when  they  saw  the  enoi^mously  decreasing 
supply,  the  position  of  the  Consol  market 
as  it  affected  the  Sinking  Fund,  the 
Savings  Bank,  and  the  other  allied  funds 
was  altogether  changed.  Three  main 
points  at  once  cropped  up.  First  of  all, 
there  was  at  the  present  time  an  absolute 
loss  upon  the  Post  Office  Savings  Bank  in 
revenue,  i.e.^  at  their  present  price 
Consols  barely  paid  their  depositors'  in- 
terest ;  secondly,  they  provided  at  this 
price  absolutely  nothing  for  the  Sinking 
Fund ;  and,  thirdly,  the  constant  pur- 
chase of  Consols  in  the  limited  market 
was  continually  forcing  up  the  price 
against  ourselves.  They  knew  perfectly 
well  that  there  was  really  no  margin  of 
profit  for  the  carrying  on  of  business,  and 
there  was  no  provision  at  all  for  what  had 
become  a  very  serious  matter,  the  Sink- 
'ng  Fund.  Such  1>eing  the  ca.se,  he  would 
like  to  ask,  what  was  the  position  under 
the  present  Budget  ?  There  would  be 
£5,800,000  from  the  Sinking  Fund,  in 
addition  to  which  the  right  honourable 
Crentleman  would  receive  alx)ut  £9,000,000 
from  the  Post  Office  Savings  Bank ; 
roughly    speaking,     he     would     receive 


£15,000,000  in  cash,  and  what  was  he 
going  to  do  with  it  ?  Of  course,  he  might 
use  a  portion  of  it  in  temporary  loans, 
but  the  fact  remained  that,  owing  to  the 
colossal  size  of  the  sum,  he  would  have  to 
buy  Consols  with  it  during  the  year  — 
that  was  to  say,  if  he  purchascfl 
£15,000,000  worth  of  Consols  out  of  tho 
remaining  £350,000,000,  he  would  havo 
to  buy  one  twenty-fourth  of  the  whole  of 
the  remaining  debt  in  tho  hands  of  the 
public,  next  year  one  twenty-third,  the 
following  year  one  twenty-second,  and  so 
on.  It  was  obvious,  therefore,  that  in  the 
next  five  years  he  would  have  to  buy  no 
less  than  75 J  millions  worth  of  all  the 
Consols  remaining  in  the  hands  of  the 
public,  including  the  l)ankers.  If  he  did 
this,  he  must  raise  the  price  of  Consols 
even  higher  than  it  was  at  present.  As 
a  matter  of  fact,  for  every  million  of 
Consols  purchased,  there  would  eventually 
be  a  loss  of  £250,000  to  the  State. 
Upon  9  or  10  millions  the  loss  would 
be  no  less  than  £2,500,000.  Should 
the  price  of  Consols  rise  to  120 — it  had 
already  been  above  113 — the  loss  upon 
every  million  purchased  would  be 
£  150,000.  If  the  Stock  Exchange,  or  the 
persons  who  held  Consols,  knew  that 
nothing  but  Consols  could  l>e  purchased, 
it  was  clear  that  those  who  held  them 
would  attempt  in  every  way  to  raise  tho 
price  if  they  were  forced  to  sell.  If 
Consols  went  very  much  higher  than  1 20 
or  130  it  would  be  cheaper  even  to  put 
the  money  into  a  l>ox,  where  it  would 
receive  no  interest.  That  being  the  case, 
it  seemed  to  him  obvious  that  some  stop 
must  be  put  to  the  present  state  of 
affairs.  ISo  doubt  some  honourable 
Gentlemen  thought  that  one  means  of 
doing  so  would  be  to  make  a  change  in 
the  Post  Office  rules  to  reduce  the  interest 
and  maximum.  But  that  would  not  he  a 
complete  solution,  because  although  they 
might  reduce  the  amount  of  the  Post 
Office  Savings  Bank  deposits  to  say  one-half, 
they  had  got  nearly  six  millions  coming 
into  the  Sinking  Fund,  and  there  would 
still  remain  10  millions  a  year  to  apply  to 
the  purchase  of  Consols ;  although  that 
would  lessen  the  evils  of  the  present 
system,  the  evil  would  continue.  There 
was  only  one  possible  solution  of  the 
problem,  and  that  was  to  use  the  money 
in  some  other  way  which  would  relieve 
the  Consol  market  and  yet  be  a  safo  and 
proper  investment.  Honourable  Members 
opposite    would    prolmbly     object,    but, 
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having  th'a   enormous   amount   of    cash 
coming  in,  something  must  be  done  with 
it.     Nothing  could  be  much  worse  than 
the  dangers  and  complications   involved 
in  the  present  arrangement.    Therefore,  as 
t'ley  must  have  something  of  an  alterna- 
tive character,  he  ventured  to  put  down 
the  clause  standing  in  his  name  on  the 
Paper  for  consideration.      He  suggested 
that   the   whole   of  the  Financial  Fund 
and  the  Post  Office  money  should  be  paid 
into  a  separate  fund,  to  be  called  the  Accu- 
mulating    Sinking      Fund,    the     whole 
amounting  to  about  15  millions  a  year. 
He  proposed  that  none  of  this  money 
shouiJ  be  used  to  buy   Consols   unless 
Consols  should   drop  to  par,  which,   of 
course,  they  would  tend  to  do  towards 
1893,  and  they  would  drop  much  more 
under  the  system  of  buying  the  stock 
in  the  manner  he  now  proposed.      This 
would    take    some     time,    and    in     the 
meantime  he  proposed  that  the  money 
•hould  be  used  for  three  purposes.     First 
of  all,  he  proposed  that  the  money  should 
be  lent  to  India ;  secondly,  to  our  Crown 
Colonies  ;  and  thirdly,  to  local  authorities. 
The  amount  of  money  lent  to  India  was 
4  or  5  millions  a  year ;  the  amount  lent 
to  the  Crown  Colonies  was  smaller ;  but 
the  amount  lent  to  local  authorities  had 
been  growing  very  much   of    late,   and 
was,  roughly  speaking,  about  10  millions. 
The  conditions  he  attached  to  the  loans 
were  that,   first   of  all,  they  should  be 
sanctioned  by  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  by  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  or  in  the  case  of  local  loans  by 
the  Local  Government  Board.   The  second 
condition,    to  which    he  attached  great 
importance,  was  that  each  loan  should  be 
taken  absolutely  and  entirely  out  of  this 
Fund.   There  were  immense  objections  to 
the  State  subscribing  to  a  loan  which  was 
on  the  market,  because  it  guaranteed  to  a 
great  extent  the  security  of  the  loan  and 
it  gave  a  fictitious  value  to  it  on  the  Stock 
Exchange.     The  mode  of  operation  would 
be  comparatively  simple.     It  would  be 
very  similar  to  that  in  connection  with 
the  local  funds  now.     The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,    the  Secretary  of    State   for  the 
Colonies,  or  the  Local  Government  Board 
would    settle    the    terms  of   each  loan. 
There  would   be  no  occasion  to  have  a 
definite  rule  an  to  detail,  but  the  circum- 
stances would  be  considered  in  each  case 
and  facilities  given  as  the  authorities  con- 
trolling the  loan  thought  fit.    At  present 

Mr.  Bartley, 


the  rate  at  which   India  borrowed 
roughly    speaking,    2J  per  cent.        The 
Crown  Colonies  had  to  pay  a  somewhat 
higher    rate ;    the  rate  of    the   London 
County  Council  was  2^  per  cent.,    sjod 
the  various  local  authorities  paid  over  3 
per  cent.     He  proposed  that  the    loans 
should  be  made  at  a  somewhat  less  rate  of 
interest  than  they  could  be  negotiated  in 
the    market.      He   had   no  doubt    some 
would  say'that  there  were  great  objections 
to  the  State  lending  to  India,  the  Cro^Ti 
Colonies  and  the  local  authorities.       He 
acknowledged  that  there  were  objections, 
but  they  were  not  nearly  so  great  as  the 
objections    to  the  present  system.        It 
seemed  to  him  that,  inasmuch  as  under 
it  the  people  would  get  the  benefit  of  a 
lower    rate    of   interest  and    the    State 
would  save  the  money  now  lost  in  buying 
Consols,     there     would     be     a     double 
blessing.     It  might  be  said  that  the  pro- 
posed  system  would   interfere  with   the 
finances  of  the  City.     That  might  to  a 
certain  extent  be  true,  but  after  all,  those 
15   millions,   which    represented  a   very 
large  sum  when  applied  to  one  particular 
investment,  were  but  a  fraction  of    the 
amount  of  money  saved  in  investing  in 
new  capital  every  year  in  this  country. 
From  the  accounts  published  he  found 
that  every  year  about  150  millions  of  new 
capital  were  created,  so  that  not   more 
than   one-tenth    of    the    sum   would   be 
affected.      Another  objection  raised  was 
that  the  cheapening  of  loans  to  the  local 
authorities  might  tend  to  promote  extrava- 
gance.    Although   he  did  not  deem   it 
advisable  that    municipalities  should   be 
allowed  to  embark  in  too  many  schemes, 
still,  there  were  so  many  works  which  the 
spirit  of  the  times  required  a  locality  to 
undertake    for  the  improvement  of   its 
district — parks,    waterworks,     gasworks, 
electric  light  works,  and  so  on — that  it 
seemed  reasonable,    when    we  had  this 
enormous  amount  of  money  which  they 
did  not  know  how   to    invest,  that   it 
should    be    applied    to    such    purposes. 
The  last  objection  raised  to  the  scheme 
was  that    if   there  was    to    be    a   niR 
on  the  Savings  Bank  it  would  be  prac- 
tically impossible  for  the  loans    to   be 
turned  into  cash.     That  was  quite  true  ; 
but  he  ventured  to  assert  that  if  there 
was  a  tremendous  run  on  the  Savings 
Bank  now — if  20,  30  or  40  millions  were 
withdrawn,  and  Consols  had  to  be  sold  to 
meet  the  demand — Consols  would  be  prac- 
tically as  unmarketable  as  the  local  loans. 
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There  were  one  or  two  advantages  of  his 

system.     It  would  stop  the  oangerous 

inilation  of  the  price  of  Consols  and  bring 

them  down  to  their  natural  price,  and  it 

would  save  the  State  the  enormous  loss 

which  accrued  through  the  purchase  of 

Consols  under  the  present  system.     He 

fully  agreed  that  this  would  not  solve  the 

problem  of  what  would  happen  some  day 

when  Consols  were  scarcer  and  when  we 

held  in  the  Post  Office  two  or  three  or 

four  hundred  millions;  the  day  would 

come  when  that  great  problem    would 

have  to  be  faced,  but  this  would  tend  to 

clear  the  ground  for  it.     It  would  tend  to 

make  the  Money  Market,  the  condition  of 

Oonsols^and  the  Sinking  Fund  safer,  and  he 

therefore  ventured  to  submit  that  the 

matter  was  worthy  of  the  consideration 

of  a  great  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 

He  thought  it  would  be  wise,  politic,  and 

statesmanlike  to  end  the  century  with 

some  real  and  businesslike  scheme  for 

solving  this  great  financial  question.     He 

be^oa  to  move  the  new  clause  standing 

in  his  name. 

New  Clause — 

**  The  Treasury  shall  open  a  special  account, 
to  be  called  the  Accumulating  binking  Fund, 
into  which  all  moneys  received  from  the  repay- 
ment of  the  tenninaole  annuities  created  under 
Section  14  of  this  Act  sliall  be  paid,  and  also 
any  balance  that  may  from  time  to  time 
remain  from  the  permanent  annual  charge  for 
the  National  Debt  as  provided  in  Section  13  of 
tliis  Act. 

**The  Treasury  shall  al*40  pay  into  the 
Accumulating  Sinking  Fund  all  or  any  portion 
of  the  moneys  received  from  the  Post  Office 
and  Trustee  Savings  Banks  not  required  for 
current  uses  of  the  Savings  Banks. 

"  From  the  Accumulating  Sinking  Fund  the 
Treasury  may  purchase  consolidate  stock  in 
the  open  market  in  such  quantities  as  the 
Treasury  may  approve,  provided  the  price  so 
paid  is  at  or  oelow  the  price  of  par,  and  may 
tend  on  terminable  annuities  or  for  fixed 
periods  to  India,  to  the  Crown  colonies  and  to 
local  authorities  such  sums  and  at  such  rates 
of  interest  as  the  Treasury  may  from  time  to 
time  approve.     Provided  tliat — 

**(a)  Each  such  loan  has  been  approved 
either  bv  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  the  Colonial  Secretary,  or  the 
Local  Government  Board ;  ana 

**  (b)  The  whole  of  each  such  loan  shall  be 
taken  by  the  Accumulating  Sinking 
Fund,  the  terms  of  the  loan  being  such 
that  no  part  of  each  such  loan  is  or  ever 
can  be  neld  by  any  other  person  or 
authority  other  tlian  the  Accumulating 
Sinkinj^  Fund  without  the  written 
authority  of  the  Treasury."— (if r,  G,  C. 
T.  Bartley,) 

brought  up  and  read  the  first  time. 


Motion  made  and  question  proposed — 
'*  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second  time." 

♦The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  M.  Hicks-Beach,  Bristol, 
W.) :  I  am  not  at  all  disposed  to  blame 
my  honourable  friend  for  having  brought 
this  subject  before  the  Committee.  It  is 
a  subject  of  great  importance,  and  one  to 
which  I  know  he  has  given  very  great 
attention.  Certainly  his  remarks  more 
than  corroborate  what  I  ventured  to  lay 
before  Parliament  as  to  the  extreme 
difficulties  surrounding  the  investment 
of  Savings  Banks  deposits  owing  to 
the  high  price  of  Consols.  But,  Sir, 
I  trust  the  Committee  will  not  be 
disposed  to  enter  upon  any  lengthy 
debate  upon  the  Sinking  Fund,  and  for 
two  reasons.  In  the  first  place,  I  think  it 
must  be  clear  to  all  of  us,  including  my 
honourable  friend,  that  it  would  be  im- 
possible to  deal  with  this  great  question 
within  the  limits  of  his  clause,  which  I  do 
not  like  to  criticise,  because  I  believe  he 
has  only  placed  it  on  the  Paper  in  order 
to  call  attention  to  the  matter.  My 
honourable  friend's  object  appears  to  be  to 
abolish  the  terminable  annuities  set  up  by 
this  Bill,  and  no  longer  to  continue  the 
purchase  of  Consols  with  the  repayments 
of  capital  made  from  time  to  time,  but  to 
invest  those  repayments  in  loans  to 
India,  the  Crown  colonies,  and  to  local 
authorities.  In  fact,  my  honourable 
friend's  proposal  is  that  instead  of  paying 
off  our  own  debt,  we  should  pay  other 
people's  debt,  and  in  that  way  build  up  a 
fund  which  we  should  hold  until  Consols 
come  to  par,  and  we  are  able  to 
redeem  Consols  with  that  fund.  But, 
Sir,  we  may  not  be  able  to  realise 
the  sum  so  built  up.  I  have  already 
stated  that  the  Indian  Government,  to  my 
knowledge,  would  not  be  willing  to  borrow 
money  in  this  way  from  us  with  the 
obligation  of  paying  us  at  a  fixed  time. 
Therefore,  Sir,  I  must  say  that  so  far  as 
I  am  at  present  advised,  I  do  not  think 
the  proposal  of  my  honourable  friend 
is  at  all  feasible  with  regard  to  the  Sink- 
ing Fund.  I  think  it  would  be  much 
better  to  go  on  with  our  present  system  of 
cancelling  Consols  through  terminable 
annuities,  and  not  to  attempt  to  deal 
with  the  Sinking  Fund  in  the  manner  my 
honourable  friend  proposes.  My  honour* 
able  friend  then  turns  to  the  Savings 
Bank  deposits,  and  suggests  that  in  future 
they  should  be  invested  in  loans  to  local 
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authorities,  the  Crown  colonies,  and  India. 
I  would  venture  to  point  out  to  the  Com- 
mittee that,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  at  the 
present  time  we  <lo  invest  those  deposits 
in  loans  to  local  authorities  through  the 
Local  Loans  Fund,  which  is  guaranteed 
by  the  Consolidated  Fund.  Only  two 
years  ago  Parliament  agreed  to  a  re- 
duction in  the  rate  of  interest  charged  on 
such  loans,  so  that  they  are  now  made  on 
terms  which  have  proved  very  much  more 
attractive  to  local  authorities  than  before. 
I  am  now  examining  the  terms  on  which 
these  loans  are  made  with  a  view  to  see  if 
we  cannot  make  them  still  more  attractive. 
I  confess  I  see  no  reason,  except,  perhaps, 
on  the  ground  of  some  local  interest 
which  may  be  better  imagined  than 
described,  why  towns  like  Liveipool  or 
other  great  towns*  in  the  country  should 

f)refer  to  go  into  the  money  market  for 
oans.  I  think  the  Committee  will  see,  as 
far  as  the  use  of  Savings  Bank  deposits 
in  loans  to  local  authorities  is  con- 
cerned, it  may  be  done,  and  is  being 
done,  through  the  machinery  I  have 
described  just  as  well  as  it  would  be 
through  the  machinery  proposed  by  my 
honourable  friend.  He  also  proposed  that 
Savings  Bank  deposits  should  l)e  lent  to 
the  Crown  colonies.  Well,  I  have  a  Bill 
before  the  House  which  I  hope  will  be- 
come law  this  year,  by  which,  through 
machinery  similar  to  that  of  the  Local 
Loans  Fund,  loans  may  be  made  to  the 
Crown  colonies  under  proper  safeguards. 
India  has  the  power  to  borrow  on  her 
own  account.  But  I  see  no  reason  why 
the  same  process  should  not  be  extended 
to  India.  It  is  a  perfectly  fair  subject 
for  consideration  whether,  in  the  case 
of  India,  the  National  Debt  Commissioners 
mav  not  l>e  authorised  to  lend  direct  to 
India.  But  I  would  venture  to  point  out 
to  my  honourable  friend  that  I  have 
already  undertaken  that  certain  inquiries 
should  be  made,  and  I  woidd  suggest  that 
this  is  the  way,  and  the  only  way,  in 
which  this  question  can  l>e  usefully 
approached.  Although  I  daresay  com- 
petent opinion  upon  it  may  be  very  valu- 
able, further  discussion  now  would  lead 
to  no  practical  result,  because  nobod}' — 
not  even  my  honourable  friend — desires 
that  this  clause  should  be  adopted  in  an 
Act  of  Parliament. 

Question  put  and  negativeil. 

♦Mr.  HUBBARD  (Laml>eth,  Brixton) 
fiaid  the  sul>stance  of  the  Amendment  he 

Sir  M.  UM^-Bfiich. 


rose  to  propose  was  submitted    for    er»r» 
sideration    on    the    introduction    of    tb- 
Death  Duties  in  1894,   and  had    alreaJr 
received  a  very  strong  measure  of  suppjorr 
from  all  sides  of  the  House.     It  appeale<i 
to  the  first  principles  of  justice,    and   fce 
commended  it  to  the  consideration  of  the 
Government.     A  good  deal  of  the  le^»Li- 
tion    of   the   present   day   was    d-irecte-i 
towards  inducing  the  working  classes  t*> 
save,  largely  against  their  will,    and    he 
could  not  but  think  it  would  be  equally 
advantageous  to  facilitate  saving  in   the 
case  of  the  income-tax  paying  class,  more 
especially  when  that  saving  went  directly 
into  the  pockets  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.     It  seemed  to  him  desirable 
to  do  anything  that  would  diminish   the 
unpopularity  of  a  tax.     It  could   not   l*e 
doubted  that  the  Estate  Duty  was  felt  as 
a  hardship  in  many  cases,  and  that  the 
severity  of  the  incidence  was  very  often 
met  by  processes  very   well    known    to 
Members  of  the  House.     In  two  recent 
cases  very  large  properties  had  escape<i 
Estate  Duty  altogether.     The  chief  griev- 
ance lay  in  the  fact  that  it  was  impossible 
for  a  man  to  make  provision  for  the  Estate 
Duty  without  the  sum  being  aggregated 
with  his  estate.     This  was  altogether  an 
unfair  state  of  things,  and  it  was  especially 
hard  when  the  effect  of  a  man's  precision 
was  only  to  raise  his  estate  into  the  next 
class,  and  cause  the  whole  to  be  assessed 
at  a  higher  rate  of  duty.     He  thought  the 
Government  would  do  well  to  take  it  into 
consideration  and  see  whether  they  could 
not   do   something   to  redress  what   he 
believed  was  an  aamitted  injustice.     The 
principle  of  the  clause  had  been  accepted 
by  very  high  authorities.     In  the  Debate 
of  1894   the  present  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  supported  it  in  the  warme^st 
terms,  and  though  the  then  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  resisted  the  proposal,  he 
intimated  his  readiness  to  consider  any 
scheme  by  which  a  sum   set  apart  for 
Death     Duties     should    be    inalienable. 
Having,  therefore,  accepted  the  principle, 
what  was  the  objection  to  carry  it  out  \ 
It  could  only  l>e  the  official  one — loss  to  the 
revenue.     He  did  not  think  the  question 
ought  to  l3e  considered  from  that  stand- 
point.     The  greater  the  loss  the  greater 
endently    was    the    hardship,    and   the 
greater  the  need  for  remedy.     He  be- 
lieved,* however,  the  loss  could  not  re- 
present   a    very     large     sum,     because 
probably    not    more     than    twenty  per 
cent,   of  the   ordinary  taxpayers  irouH 
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avail  themselvea  of  the  proposed  in-  •  the  richest  men  would  take  most  advantage 
surance.  But  he  would  go  further,  '■  of  the  clause  if  it  were  adopted.  But  the 
and  say  that  he  believed  there  would  difficulty  in  the  matter  is  mainly  this — 
bo  actually  no  loss  to  the  revenue,  ,  the  impossibility  of  making  any  sum  of 
l^ecause  the  whole  essence  of  his  sug- '  the  kind  inalienable,  as  my  honourable 
gestion  was  that  an  extra  effort  should  >  friend  suggests.  I  will  take  the  case  of  a 
ho  made  by  the  testator  to  set  aside  this  !  man  of  great  wealth  who  is,  we  will  say,, 
sum.  As  far  as  he  could  see,  there  was  .  thirty  or  thirty-five,  in  the  prime  of  life, 
no  other  way  in  which  a  man  could  pro-  >  and  lives  to  a  great  age.  When  he  is 
vide  for  insurance  and  escape  aggregation,  i  thirty-five  he  may  set  aside  a  sum  under 
He,  therefore,  asked  the  Chancellor  of  this  proposal  for  the  payment  of  the 
the  Exchec^uer,  whether  this  was  not  a  j  Death  Duties.  Long  before  he  dies  he 
case  of  injustice  which  might  be  remedied  '  may  become  insolvent.  Well,  are  his 
with  very  little  trouble  and  no  sacrifice  '  creditors  to  have  no  claim  on  the  sum  set 
to  the  revenue,  and  whether  he  could  '  aside  ? 
not   see    his   way,    l>oth    as  an    act    of  { 

justice  and  as  an  assistance  towaixls  carry- !      Mr.  HUBBARD :  Not   if  it  were  in- 
ing  out  the  law,  to  adopt  the  clause  he   alienable, 
had  the  honour  to  move.  , 

;      ♦Sir    M.    HICKS-BEACH:  It    could 
New  Clause —  |  not  be  inalienable,  there  l>eing  nothing 

"  Upon  the  deceA.«»e  of  any  i»erw>n  who  during  upon  which  Death  Duty  would  have  to  be 
his  lifetime  han  exnresHly  providetl  by  insur-  paid ;  and  why  should  the  creditors  be 
ance  or  otherwise  for  |»aynient  of  the  Estate    deprived  of  their  right  to  a  sum  set  aside 

fi"lLT  tn^;  C^'*^^.;^J:t?illf  o^Ul^^^^^  to  meet  a  contingency  that  cannot  arise  t 

to  tlittt   eml  hHs*  appropriated  or  set  apart  a^.  ,  *  i.i. 

siini  of  money  ho  aw  to  form  an  inalienable  •  Aake  another  case.  A  man  may  not  be 
proviiiion  for  payment  of  the  wiid  duty  or  anj'  insolvent,  but  he  may  be  very  much 
part  thereof  to  the  ( 'oiumi«.Hioners  of  the  In-    poorer   when   he  dies  than  when  he  set 

fe'^.iSrnVl::  .t^ttfCn^'^ro^f  f^^  h^.^"-  I»  the  whole  sum  still  to 
the  estate  and  sliall  not  lie  liable  for  payment  he  left  malienable,  or  merely  the  sum 
of  Estate  Duty."— (J/r.  Hvhbard.)  \  applicable  to  the  Death  Duties  on  the  pro- 

brought  up  and  read  the  first  time.  \  perty    he    leaves    behind    him  ?      Take 

another  case.     A  man  may  be  very  fond 

,r  i.-  1         1  rk      i.-  ,      '  of  his  heir,  but  that  heir  may  die  and 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed-  |  ^^^  ^.^^^^^  ^^^^^j^.^  ^^^  ^^^^^  ^^  ^^^ 

«  That  the  Clause  »je  read  a  second  time.**      I  property   about    whom    the   owner  cares 

'  nothing  and   may  desire  to  make  other 

♦Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH :  My  honour-  j  use  of  the  money  than  to  benefit  the 
able  friend  is  quite  justified  in  quoting  successor  with  whom  he  has  no  sympathy, 
the  remarks  I  made  on  the  subject  in  1894,  I  have  mentioned  these  cases,  because 
and  I  have  always  ha<l  the  greatest  sym-  they  are  some  of  the  difficulties  in  the 
pathy  with  the  idea  underlying  the  clause  application  of  the  principle  for  which  my 
with  a  view  to  the  encouragement  of  saving,  honourable  friend  contends.  After  all,  I 
M}'  honourable  friend  does  not  allude  to  j  submit  to  the  Committee  that  it  would 
a  precedent  he  might  fairly  have  used,  j  be  perfectly  possible  for  a  man  if  he 
the  exemption  of  insurance  premiums  trusts  his  heir  to  do  what  my  honour- 
from  income-tax.  Sir,  I  have  looked  very  '  able  friend  desires,  namely,  relieve  him  of 
carefully  into  the  matter  with  the  desire  _  the  Death  Duties  without  any  alteration 
of  making  a  proposiil  to  the  House,  but  in  the  law  at  all.  Of  course  the  pre- 
such  consideration  as  I  have  l>een  able  to  sumption  is  that  he  will  trust  his  heir ;  if 
give  to  it  has  not  enabled  me  to  make  a  i  he  aid  not  trust  his  heir  he  would  not 
proposal  of  the  kind.  Let  me  put  to  the  '  desire  to  relieve  him  of  the  Death  Duties. 
Committee  one  of  the  ^eat  ditticulties  in  ,  It  is  perfectly  possible  for  him  now,  if  he 
this  matter.  Of  course  there  must  be  a  chooses,  to  make  over  to  his  heir  a  certain 
loss  to  the  revenue  in  any  scheme  of  this  '  sum  of  money  for  the  payment  of  the 
kind,  from  the  fact  that  the  sum  set  aside  \  Death  Duties  which  woiUd  not  be  liable  to 
would,  under  the  proposal  of  my  honour-  '  duty  or  to  aggregation.  I  am  quite  con- 
able  friend,  pay  no  Death  Dut}',  and  '  vinced  that  if  my  honourable  friend  were 
would  not  be  subject  to  aggregation  with  |  to  consult  an  astute  lawyer  he  would  de- 
the  rest  of  the  property,  and   no  doubt  ^  vise  means  to  carry  this  out.     Although, 
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.as  I  have  said,  I  have  great  sympathy 
Avith  the  idea,  I  cannot  possibly  accept  the 
clause  now,  because  it  would  involve  a 
'Considerable  loss  of  revenue  and  I  do  not 
-at  present  see  my  way  to  overcome  the 
objections  that  arise. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.)  :  The  hon.  Member  who 
proposes  the  Amendment  has  very  truly 
said  that  in  1894  I,  as  Chancellor  of 
Xihe  Exchequer,  expressed  a  desire  to  meet 
this  case  so  far  as  it  could  be  met,  and 
everybody  must  desire,  in  reference  to 
this  tax,  to  make  it  as  little  oppressive  as 
possible.  When  the  suggestion  was  made 
in  1894  I  stated,  as  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  now  states,  that  it  was  im- 
possible to  deal  with  insurance  alone,  for 
;that  is  only  one  method  by  which  a  man 
may  make  this  provision.  .  I  also  said 
that  if  it  were  possible  to  deal  with  the 
matter  on  the  footing  of  inalienable 
-savings  I  should  be  extremely  glad.  An 
honest  attempt  was  made  to  find  some 
method  of  dealing  with  the  question  on 
that  basis,  and  there  was  a  proposal  like 
.to  the  one  made  by  the  honourable 
Member.  I  went  into  the  matter  with 
very  able  assistance,  and  found  all  the 
difficulties  which  have  been  alluded  to  by 
Xhe  honourable  Member  as  to  securing 
these  alienable  funds.  The  fact  is  people 
are  not  fond  of  tying  up  property  in  this 
inalienable  manner.  There  are  many 
instances  where  it  cannot  be  done,  and 
where  it  is  not  likely  to  be  done.  There- 
iore,  I  can  only  confirm  what  the  right 
honourable  Gentleman  has  said.  Every 
effort  was  made  to  meet  what  is  certainly 
A  plausible  claim,  but  we  at  that  time 
were  unable  to  find  a  method  of  solving 
the  difficultv.  I  understand  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  not  been 
more  successful  since  that  time,  and  un- 
doubtedly to  deal  with  the  matter  in  the 
manner  now  proposed  would  involve  great 
loss  of  revenue. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn  Regis) 
said  that  on  examining  the  pith  of  the 
Amendment  he  was  forced  to  side  with 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  the 
opinion  which  he  had  expressed  that 
evening  in  preference  to  the  view  set 
forth  by  him  in  1894.  He  would  see 
that  there  were  immense  practical  difficul- 
ties in  the  wav  of  the  adoption  of  the 
Amendment,  tie  sympathised  with  his 
honourable  friend  who  had  brought  it 

Sir  M,  Hicks-Beach, 


forward,  but  he  respectfully  suggested  to 
him  that  it  was  not  one  which  could  Tneet 
the  existing  difficulty. 

Mr.  HOARE  (Norwich)  supported  the 
Amendment,  which  involved  a  question 
in  which  he  took  very  great  interest.      Ir 
seemed  to  him  very  hard  that  if  a  man  hy 
his  thrift  endeavoured  to  provide  for  the 
payment  of  his  Death  Duties  he  should  be 
fined  for  so  doing,  for  that  was   exactly 
what  it  came  to.     If  an  estate  was  worth 
a  little  under  £50,000,  and  he  made  pro- 
vision for  his  Death  Duties,  his  estate  would 
be  fined  nearly  £400 ;  in  the  next^  scale, 
nearly  £600 ;  in  the  next,  over  .£1,000  ; 
and  in  the  next,   upwards  of  £15,000. 
Having  always  endeavoured  to  encourage 
thrift,  he  thought  that  the  House   ought 
in  this  case    to  try  in  every  way  to  fur- 
ther the  cause.     The  injustice  complained 
of  required  a  remedy,  and  he  was  glad 
that    his    right    honourable    friend    the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  stated  that 
he  was  prepared  to  consider  it.     He  knew 
that  there  were  great  difficulties,  hut  he 
hoped  that  the  right  honourable  Gentle- 
man's ability  and  experience  would  enable 
him  to  overcome  them. 

♦Mr.  SPICER  (Monmouth  Boroughs) 
said  he  had  intense  sympathy  with  the 
principle  of  the  Amendment,  and  he  was 
extremely  glad  to  hear  that  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  was  wiUing  to 
look  into  the  matter  again.     He  seemed 
to  him  to  argue  the  question  almost  en- 
tirely from  the  standpoint  of  those  families 
who  made  their  property  over  to  their 
eldest    sons.      He    thought  the  present 
system  came  with  far  greater  hardship 
upon  those  classes  of  society  where  the 
property    was    usually  divided    equally 
amongst    the  different  members  of  the 
family,   and  he   could    not    think   that 
the  difficulties  which  had  been  referred 
to  both  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
and  the  late  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
could  not  be  dealt  with  by  some  of  the 
able  advisers   that    there    were  at  the 
Treasury.     He  quite  admitted  some  of 
the  difficulties,  but  it  seemed  to  him  that 
the  proposal  gave  them  a  legitimate  way 
of  providing  for  Death  Duties,  and  was  a 
contrast  to  the  illegitimate  of  evading  the 
Death  Duties  which,  if  they  were  rightly 
informed,  were  now  being  made  use  of  hy 
some  of  the  great  families  of  the  land—an 
action  which,   he  ventured  to  say,  had 
created  a  feeling  of  very  deep  resentment. 
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These  great  families  maintained  their 
position  very  largely  because  they  had 
administered  their  estates  on  the  prin- 
ciple of  noblesse  oblige  ;  but  if  once  it  came 
to  be  realised  by  the  mass  of  the  people 
that  those  classes  were  trying  to  evade 
their  fair  responsibilities  to  the  State,  it 
would  create  a  feeling  of  bitterness 
which  would  not  end  there.  He,  for  one, 
looked  forward  with  real  concern  upon 
those  who  had  carried  out  these  prac- 
tices, because  he  believed  they  were  act- 
ing distinctly  against  their  own  interests 
and  general  welfare.  The  plan  proposed 
seemed  to  suggest  a  legitimate  way  of 
trying  to  meet  the  difficulties,  ana  he 
trusted  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
would  find,  with  the  able  assistance  he 
had  at  the  Treasury,  some  method  by 
which  those  who  wished  to  make  pro- 
vision in  the  way  proposed  might  do  so 
without  loss  to  the  State,  and,  at  the  same 
t  ime,  to  the  advantage  of  those  who  came 
after  them. 

Sir  R  T.  REID  (Dumfries  Burghs) 
remarked  that  neither  in  the  debate  of 
1894  nor  during  the  present  debate  had 
any  honourable  Member  suggested  a 
method  by  which  provision  for  meeting 
the  Death  Duties  could  be  made  inalien- 
able. There  must  be  a  fund  which  the 
testator  could  not  alienate,  and  which  his 
creditors  could  not  alienate,  and  which  at 
his  death  must  bo  exclusively  applied  for 
the  purpose  of  paying  off  the  Duty. 
There  was,  indeed,  no  way  of  doing  it 
unless  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
himself  opened  an  insurance  office,  and 
received  premiums  against  the  payment 
of  the  duties.  The  consequence  of  that 
would  be  that  if  a  man  died  leaving 
nothing,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
would  be  entitled  to  keep  the  premium. 
In  that  sense,  and  in  that  sense  alone, 
could  they  make  any  inalienable  pro- 
vision. Otherwise,  if  the  Amendment 
passed,  it  must  remain  a  dead  letter. 

♦Captain  PRETYMAN  (Suffolk,  Wood- 
bridge)  said  he  had  consulted  several 
experts  on  the  question,  and  he  found 
that  the  difficulties  of  making  provision 
for  the  sum  inalienable  were  insurmount- 
able. The  right  honourable  Gentleman 
who  had  just  sat  down  had  said  that 
there  was  no  other  way  available  than  by 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  opening 
an  insurance  office.  WTien  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  was  in  a  generous 


mood  there  was  one  simple  way  of  doing: 
it,  namely,  when  the  duty  was  assessed 
on  the  property,  and  before  the  duty  was^ 
actually  charged,  to  deduct  the  sum  pay> 
able  as  duty  from  the  corpus  on  which; 
the  duty  itself  was  payable. 

*Mr.  MOULTON  (Cornwall,  Launces- 
ton)  said  that  the  case  which  had  been 
mentioned  of  a  person  with  an  estate  of 
£48,000,  who,  through  saving  enough  Uy 
pay  the  Death  Duties,  was  fined  because 
the  estate  was  raised  to  over  X50,000,. 
was  an  illustration  of  the  fact  that  there 
must  necessarily  be  some  difficulty  and 
injustice  when  a  hard  and  fast  line  was- 
drawn  between  the  incidence  of  one  rate 
of  taxation  and  another.  The  question 
was  whether  they  should  allow  a  man 
by  any  arrangement  in  his  lifetime  to^ 
shield  a  portion  of  the  property  which 
he  left  to  his  heirs  from  the  Death 
Duty. 

Mr.  HUBBARD  said  that  in  view  of 
the  promise  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  to  look  into  the  question,  he 
did  not  propose  to  press  the  Amendment 
to  a  Division.  He  did  not  think  the 
arguments  which  had  been  brought  for- 
ward against  his  proposal  were  by  any 
means  unanswerable,  and  he  failed  to  see 
any  insuperable  difficulty  in  making  the 
fund  inalienable.  If  the  right  honourable 
Gentleman  went  into  the  question  with  a 
real  desire  to  redress  what  he  believed 
was  a  recognised  grievance,  he  would  find 
a  way  out  of  the  difficulty. 

Motion  by  leave  withdrawn. 

Mr.  LLOYD  MORGAN  (Carmarthen, 
W.),  on  behalf  of  Mr.  Lawson  Walton 
(Leeds,  S.),  moved  the  insertion  of  the 
following  clause  : — 

'*  The  provisions  contained  in  Section  98  of 
the  Stamp  Act  of  1801  in  reference  to  the 
expression  *  policy  of  insurance  against  acci- 
dent '  shall  extend  to  and  include  policies  in 
insurance  or  indemnity  against  liability  in- 
curred by  employers  in  consequence  of  claim<i 
made  uiion  them  by  workmen  who  have  sus- 
tained personal  injury,  when  the  annual 
premium  on  such  policy  does  not  exceed  £1." 

Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  :  I  will  accept 
the  proposal. 

The  clause  was  read  a  second  time  and 
added  to  the  Bill. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES,  in  moving  a 
new  clause  repealing  certain  sections  of 
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the  Act  of  1894,  said  he  did  not  intend 
to  touch  upon  the  principle  of  the 
Finance  Act  of  1894,  in  the  discussion  of 
which  they  had  spent  some  happy  months, 
though  he  might  remark  that  one-tenth 
of  the  estates  that  paid  the  duty  paid 
nine-tenths  of  the  old  duty,  and  that 
under  the  Act  one  £500  might  pay  thirty- 
'Seven  times  as  much  as  another.  The 
effect  of  the  Act  was  beginning  to  be 
seen.  It  had  disappointed  everybody,  and 
nobody  more  than  his  right  honourable 
friend  the  Member  for  West  Monmouth, 
since  the  Act  had  not  produced  anything 
like  the  sum  anticipated.  Allusion  had 
been  made  to  evasions  by  highly-placed 
persons.  It  was  a  case  of  "  diamond  cut 
diamond  "  ;  but,  after  all,  he  did  not  call 
them  evasions,  but  avoidances  of  the  Act, 
which  the  Act  allowed.  But  that  portion 
of  the  Act  which  had  always  seemed  to 
him  to  be  particularly  small,  foolish, 
unnecessary,  and  indefensible  was  the 
Settlement  Estate  Duty.  It  was  un- 
necessary for  him  to  read  the  clause  he 
proposed.  It  touched  nothing  else  in  the 
Act  but  this  duty,  and  did  not  infringe  the 
principle.  The  Settlement  Estate  Duty 
produced  but  an  infinitesimal  part  of  the 
total  Estate  Duty.  The  total  Estate  Duty 
for  the  year  amounted  to  £15,600,000, 
and  the  Settlement  Estate  Duty  produced 
only  £330,000,  or  one-forty-sixth  of  the 
total  Estate  Duty.  Moreover,  according 
to  the  Report  of  the  Inland  Revenue 
Commissioners  for  1894-95,  the  Settle- 
ment Estate  Duty  gave  rise  to  a  great 
number  of  difficult  questions  productive 
of  greater  complication  than  any  other 
provision  of  the  Finance  Act  of  1894,  and 
remarkable  testimony  was  given  on  the  part 
of  those  whose  duty  it  was  to  carry  the  Act 
into  effect.  It  was  largely  because  of 
these  difficulties  and  complications  that 
he  proposed  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  should  relieve  himself  of  the 
burden  of  collecting  the  tax,  more 
especially  as  it  produced  relatively  so 
small  an  amount.  He  was  afraid  the 
Settlement  Duty  was  imposed  primarily 
on  account  of  the  animosity  of  the  right 
honourable  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
"West  Monmouth,  who  made  a  set  against 
settled  property.  If  they  looked  into  the 
Act,  however,  they  would  find  that 
settled  property,  instead  of  being  at  a 
disadvantage,  was,  compared  with  other 
property,  at  a  very  great  advantage.  He 
had  heard  remarks  about  knocking  the 
bottom  out  of  the  Act.      There   were, 

Mr,  Gibson  Bowles, 


however,  cases  where  there  was    bottom 
in  the  Act,  and  where  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  and  the  Law  Officers    had 
endeavoured  to  put  a  false  bottom  in.      In 
proof  of  this  there  was  the  Beaeh  case. 
This  matter  was  of    great   importance?. 
The  total  amount  involved    in     settled 
property  wa6  41  millionsout  of  274  millions, 
or  nearly  one-sixteenth.     The  iwhole    ol 
the  Estate  Duty  was  12  millions,   -vrhile 
the  duty   on  settled  property   -was   two 
millions.     In  consequence  of  the  decisions 
which  had  been  given  as  a  true  interpre- 
tation of  the  Act,  they  would  find  that 
all  of  the  Estate  Duty  of  two  millions  was 
imperilled  besides  the  Settlement  Dutv  of 
£300,000.      The    Settlement    Duty  was 
supposed  to  guard  the  revenue  and  afibrd 
compensation,  but  the  cases  proved  that 
it  was  no  guard,  while  the  compensation 
was  inadequate.     He  ventured  to  implore 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer — though 
he  did  not  suppose  the  right  honourable 
Gentleman  would  agree  to  it — to  abolish 
Settlement  Duty. 

New  clause — 

**  The  following  Sections  of  the  Finance  Act, 
1894 — ^namely  Section  5,  Sub-Section  1,  |)ara- 
graphs  A  and  6  ;  and  Sub-section  4 ;  Section  16. 
Sub-section  3 ;  Section  17  ;  and  section  21,  Sub- 
section 4,  so  far  as  they  enact  or  relate  to 
Settlement  Estate  Duty, are  liereby  repealed-** 
— {Mr.  Gibson  Bowles.) 

brought  up  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed — 
"  That  the  clause  be  read  a  second  tuue." 

*SiR  M.  HICKS-BEACH  said  that  he 
would  not  follow  his  honourable  friend  all 
through  his  argument,  but  it  seemed  to 
him  that  if  all  his  proposals  were  carried 
there  would  be  very  little  of  the  Act  of 
1894   left.     But  the  honourable  Gentle- 
man's   proposals    answered     themselves. 
Settlement  Estate  Duty  was  imposed  as  a 
compensation  for  the  advantages  which 
settled  property  enjoyed  of  paying  once 
only  during  the  settlement.     It  was  only 
a  duty  of  1  per  cent.,  and  considering  the 
great    advantages   which   settled    estate 
enjoyed,  it  was  right  and  just  that  that 
should  be  paid. 

Sir  R  T.  REID  was  not  going  to  say 
anything  more  about  Estate  Duty  after 
what  had  been  said  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  He,  however,  wanted  to  say 
a  word  on  a  matter  cognate  to  it.   The  right 
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hon.  Gentleman  had  made  some  observa- !  propeity.  He  had  no  hesitation  in  saying 
tions  in  re^rd  to  theadvantageous  position  ,  that  it  was  an  experiment  in  compensa- 
occupied  by  settled  property  under  the  '  tion,  and  it  was  an  extremely  useful  one. 
Act  as  it  stood.  There  was  no  doubt  j  He  had  now  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
that  since  the  decision  of  the  House  of  the  compensation  was  not  half  high 
Lords,  settled  property  enjoyed  an  unduly  '  enough,  and  that  any  change  that  was  to 
favoured  position.  He  was  one  of  those  >  be  made  should  be  in  the  direction 
who  did  not  agree  with  the  opinion  which  :  of  bringing  settled  property  into  line 
had  been  adopted  by  the  House  of  Lords.  ■  with  the  rest  of  the  property  in  the 
It  was  a  very  serious  thing,  not  only  for  i  country.  He  had  no  doubt  that,  by  the 
the  revenue,  but  also  for  the  cause  of  ;  decision  referred  to,  settled  property  was 
just  administration.  If  the  decision  of  '  conspicuously  exempt  from  the  burdens 
the  House  of  Lords  remained,  and  if  j  on  other  property,  and  that  in  a  few  years 
nothing  was  done  by  Statute  to  alter  in  j  it  would  have  to  be  done  away  with, 
some  dcOTee  the  eflfect  of  their  interpreta-  The  1  per  cent,  duty  did  not  in  the 
tion  of  the  Act,  it  would  be  possible,  by  a    least  compensate  for  the  exemption  which 


succession  of  settlements  made  within  a 
few  days  or  hours  of  death,  for  large 
masses  of  property  in  this  country  to 
escape  the  Death  Duty  altogether — he 
meant  from  generation  to  generation.     It 


settled     property    enjoyed    with     other 
property. 

♦Captain  PRETYMAN  said,  in  regard 
to  the  new  clause  proposed  by  the 
was  not  his  business  to  enter  into  the  I  honourable  Member  for  Lynn  Regis,  he 
feelings  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  as  to  ,  could  hardly  follow  his  curious  argument, 
the  principle  of  the  Act.  He  Knew  some  [  that  because  settled  property  was  better 
thought  this  a  harsh  tax.  But  this  was  off  than  other  property,  it  ought  to  be 
clear,  that  no  Act  could  go  on  being  ad-  ■  relieved  further.  However,  the  right 
ministered,  and  could  claim  to  be  a  just ,  honourable  and  learned  Gentleman 
Act,  which  was  so  interpreted  that  they  opposite  had  apparently  lost  his  head 
could  have  great  masses  of  property  |  in  regard  to  this  case.  He  assumed  quite 
constantly  escaping  the  tax,  while  all  <  unwaiTantably  that  liecause  the  decision 
other  property,  mostly  of  poor  people,  '  of  the  House  of  Lords  had  gone  against 
>vas  subjected  to  the  tax.  He  could  not  ]  him  on  the  Beach  Case  it  would  also  be 
help  expressing  the  hope  that  the  Chan-  against  him  on  all  other  points.  He 
collor  of  the  Exchequer  would  see  whether  hoped  there  would  be  cases  where  the 
something  could  not  be  done  for  the  right  honourable  Gentleman  would  be 
puraose  of  strengthening  the  liability  of  more  fortunate.  If  the  decision  given 
settled  property  to  pay  a  full  share  of  by  the  House  of  Lords  implied  that 
taxation.  ,  settled   property  could   be   handed   over 

j  in  extreniiSy  he  would  support  the  Chan- 
SiR  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said  cellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  an  amend- 
that  in  drawing  up  this  provision  it  ment  of  the  law.  He  absolutely  concurred 
had  l)een  stated  he  had  lieen  actuated  by  i  in  the  opinion  expressed  by  the  right 
hostility  to  settled  property.  He  had  honourable  Gentleman  opposite,  that  both 
never  had  any  hostility  to  settled  property  !  settled  property  and  other  property  should 
as  such.  What  he  had -always  contended  ;  be  treated  equally,  but  he  did  not  agree 
was,  that  settled  property  should  be  dealt  ^\^th  the  statement  of  the  right  honourable 
with  fairly,  on  the  same  footing  as  other  i  Gentleman  that  the  decision  in  the  Beach 
property.  Up  to  the  passing  of  the  Act  ^  case,  so  far  as  it  went,  placed  settled 
in  189-4  it  had  escaped  from  all  liability  j  property  in  a  different  position  from 
to  which  other  property  was  subjected,  unsettled  property. 
If  they  had  a  community  sensitive  that  a  j 

particular  form  of  property — and  that  |  Sir  R.  T.  REID  differed  from  the 
property  generally  the  possession  of  rich  |  honourable  Gentleman,  and  he  would 
people — was  dealt  with  on  a  different  j  tell  in  a  sentence  why.  Under  the 
footing  from  other  property,  they  would    decision   in   the  Beach   case,  one  of   two 


have  that  feeling  of  dissatisfaction  that 
arose  from  unequal  and  unfair  taxation. 
The  intention  of  the  additional  Settlement 


things  might  happen.  Duty  might  be 
escaped  by  alienation  at  any  moment 
before  death,  or  at  all  events,  if  that  were 


Duty  was  a  compensation  for  a  very  great ,  a   point    which   had  not   been  decided, 
concession    that    was    made    to    settled  ,  there  could  be  evasion  of  the  payment  of 
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duty  if  the  residue  of  the  life  interest 
was  sold  at  its  then  value,  say  by  a  man 
who  was  only  going  to  live  a  week.  ' 

♦Captain  PRETYMAN  said  that  was 
a  legal  point  which  the  right  honourable 
and  learned  Gentleman  was  better  able 
to  deal  with  than  he  was.  He  took  his 
stand  on  the  broad  ground  that  under 
the  decision  of  the  Joeach  case,  settled 
property  which  had  been  transferred  to 
the  next  in  settlement  more  than  12 
months  before  death  was  clear  of  Estate 
Duty.  They  were  not  entitled  to  anti- 
cipate any  other  decision  until  it  occurred. 
Would  the  right  honourable  and  learned 
Gentleman  tell  him  that  free  unsettled 
property  could  not  escape  duty  by  being 
transferred  12  months  before  death? 

Sir  R.  T.  REID  said  he  was  loth  to  in- 
terrupt. It  was  perfectly  true  that  free 
property  could  be  alienated  with  safety 
more  than  12  months  before  death.  The 
difference  consisted  in  this,  that  in  ordei- 
to  escape  the  Death  Duty  on  free  property 
it  was  necessary  to  alienate  the  whole 
corpus,  the  whole  interest  in  the  property, 
but  in  order  to  escape  the  Death  Duty  in 
the  case  of  settled  property  it  was  only 
necessary  to  dispose  of  the  remaining  part 
of  the  life  interest,  which  was  a  very  in 
significant  portion  of  the  entire  value. 

♦Captain  PRETYMAN  saidhewasagain 
sorry  to  disagree  with  the  right  honour- 
able and  learned  Gentleman  on  a  legal  point, 
but  he  must  again  say  that  the  decision 
in  the  Beach  case  did  not  go  so  far  as 
that.  He  held  that  so  far  as  the  Beach 
decision  was  concerned  the  two  classes  of 
property  were  on  the  same  footing.  At 
any  rate,  if  they  were  not  they  ought  to 
be.  He  could  not  see  his  way  to  sup- 
port his  honourable  friend's  Amendment, 
but  at  the  same  time,  as  the  law  now 
stood  he  could  not  think  how  honour- 
able Gentlemen  opposite  could  maintain 
that  settled  property  was  placed  at  a 
greater  disadvantage  than  free  property. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said  he  did 
not  propose  to  press  the  Amendment, 
but  if  his  honourable  and  gallant  friend 
once  opened  the  door  to  a  revision  of  the 
law  affecting  settled  property  he  would  be 
called  upon  by  honourable  Gentlemen 
opposite  to  support  an  increase  in  the 
valuation  of  real  property  as  charged 
with  duty  for  17  and  18  years,  which  the 

Sir  //.  T.  Jind. 


Inland  Revenue  now  got  when  it  iiras 
sold,  to  30,  40,  or  50  years'  purchase, 
which  the  owner  of  property  often  got  in 
a  settlement.  He  begged  leave  to  with- 
draw the  Amendment. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOAVLES  next  proposed 
a  new  clause  for  the  purpose  of  remoNnng 
the  present  limitation  to  the  aggregation 
of  property.  He  said  that  under  Section 
4  of  the  Finance  Act  of  1894,  any  property 
in  which  the  deceased  never  had  an 
interest  could  not  be*  aggregated.  The 
same  section  provided  that  if  by  any  di?i- 
position  not  made  by  the  deceased  pro- 
perty passed  to  another  person  that  should 
not  be  aggregated.  But,  if  it  passed  to 
the  wife,  husband,  lineal  ancestor,  or  to  a 
descendant,  it  was  aggregated,  and  Estate 
Duty  charged  upon  it.  This  was  unjust 
to  the  widow  and  the  orphan,  who  were 
unjustly  taxed  as  compared  to  the 
stranger.  It  was  that  exemption  to  the 
exception  which  he  wished  to  remove  by 
means  of  his  Amendment.  He  hoped  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  see 
his  way  to  accept  it. 

New  Clause — 


"Section  four  of  The  Finance  Act,  1894,  shalF 
be  read  and  have  effect  aa  if  after  the  word» 

*  never  had  an  interest  or  which'  the  word 
*■  passes '  were  inserted  ;  as  if  after  the  wordit 

*  not  made  by  the  deceased '  the  words  '  paAsen 
immediately  on  the  death  of  the  deceased  to 
some  person  other  than  the  wife  or  husband  or 
a  lineal  ancestor  or  a  lineal  descendant  of  the 
deceased '  were  omitted  ;  and  as  if  all  the 
words  after  the  words  '  shall  not  be  aggregated 
with  any  other  property'  to  the  end  of  the 
section  were  omitted." — {Mr,  Gibson  Bowlfs.) 

brought  up  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed — 
"  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second  time." 

Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  did  not  think 
that  such  a  proposal  could  possibly  ]m 
accepted.  To  his  mind  it  would  go  much 
too  far,  much  farther  than  his  honourable 
friend  desired. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Lord  AI.\VYNE  COMPTON  (Beds, 
Biggleswade)  said  he  had  an  Amendment 
on  the  Paper  dealing  with  Section  4  of 
the  Finance  Act  of  1894,  restricting 
the    exemptions   thereby  given  to  non- 
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liueals  from  the  principle  of  aggregation, 
and  extending  certain  exemptions  to  per- 
sons taking  benefits  under  separate  dis- 
positions. He  was  perfectly  clear  as  to 
the  injustice  caused  by  these  exemptions, 
but  it  appeared  some  doubt  had  arisen 
as  to  what  the  tendency,  or  full  effect  of 
the  words  in  his  proposed  Amendment 
would  be.  That  !)eing  so,  and  in  view 
of  the  great  perplexity  of  the  question, 
he  would  postpone  the  matter  until  the 
Report  Stage. 

Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  said  he  would 
be  obliged  if  the  noble  Lord  did  so.  The 
proposal  on  the  Paper  opened  up  a  most 
complicated  question. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWXES  said  that 
the  next  three  clauses,  of  which  he  moved 
the  insertion  at  this  part  of  the  Bill,  must 
be  dealt  with  as  one ;  and  he  felt  so 
strongly  on  the  matter  that  if  he  could 
only  get  a  teller,  he  should  ^o  to  a  Divi- 
sion. The  effect  of  these  three  clauses 
would  be  to  abolish  the  presumption  that 
was  made  by  the  Finance  Act  of  1894, 
that  everything  a  man  did  within  twelve 
months  of  his  death  was  done  in  defraud 
of  the  Act. 

Sir  WILLUM  HARCOURT  said  that 
that  was  not  done  under  the  Act  of 
1894;  it  was  done  by  a  former  Act — 
that  of  1881. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said  that  by 
the  Act  of  1881  the  presumption  was 
applied  to  personal  propertv  during  three 
months  before  death ;  by  the  Act  of  1889 
it  was  extended  to  personal  property 
within  twelve  months  of  death ;  by  the 
Act  of  1894  the  presumption  of  twelve 
months  was  extended  to  all  property 
whatever,  and  the  right  honourable 
(veiitleman  could  not  say  this  was  not 
done  by  the  Act  of  1894.  He  (the 
honourable  Member  for  Lynn  Regis) 
must  at  once  admit  that  the  error  of 
persons  conceiving  this  idea  of  diverting 
the  estate  was  not  due  to  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  West  Monmouth.  It  was 
<Uie  to  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
whom  he  had  always  considered  to  be  a 
better  sailor  than  a  financier.  Originally 
it  was  due  to  Mr.  Gladstone,  but  it  was 
carried  out  by  the  sailor-financier.  The 
effect  was  to  assume  that  every  gift  made 
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by  a  person  within  twelve  months  of  hij 
death   was  fraudulent,  and  intended  t) 
evade  the  duty.     That  might  be  so,  and 
in  such  an  instance  he  should  not  only 
charge  the  duty,  but,  in  addition,  impose 
a  heavv  penalty.     But  they  must  snow 
that  tnere  was  an  attempt  to  evade  the 
Act,  when  in  many  cases  there  was  no 
such  intention,   and  that  the  gift   was 
made    bona  fide^  and  with   no    idea  of 
impending  death.     Observe  the  humour 
of  the  thing.     Every  shilling  a  man  put 
into  the  plate  at  church,  every  remission 
he  made  to  a  tenant  of  rent,  every  little 
present  he  made  to  his  wife,  say,  of  a 
brooch  or  a  ring,  every  gift  of  any  kind 
to  anybody,  was  not  a  gift  completed,  but 
was  only  a  gift,  minus  the  duty,  until 
twelve  months  had  elapsed.      He  could 
give  extraordinary  instances  of  the  hard- 
ships of  this  reading  of  the  law.     But 
he    would    take    one    connected     with 
this  nefarious  assumption   in  favour  of 
the   State.      If  a    person    left  £29,000 
of    his    own,    and    £20,000    passed    on 
his  death,  under  his  father's  settlement, 
and  if  he  made  a  gift  of  £5,000  within 
the  year,  the  total  of  these  sums,  £54,000, 
was  aggregated,  and  the  rate  of  duty  was 
charged  at  5  per  cent,  instead  of  3,  4,  or 
4^  per  cent.,  so  that  the  children  paid 
more  on  the  £20,000  they  got  because  of 
the  £5,000  they  did  not  get.     The  execu- 
tor was  bound  to  include  in  the  account 
every  gift  made  within  twelve  months — 
every  shilling   in   the  church   collection 
plate,   every  token    of    affection,   every 
ring,  but  he  was  not  bound  to  pay  duty. 
The  liability  was  put  on  the  donee.     The 
executor  was  absolutely  prohibited  from 
paying  the  duty  except  by  the  request  of 
the  donee.     If,  therefore,  the  donee  had 
gone  abroad,  or  had  spent  the  gift,  the 
duty  was  not  recoverable  from  him,  and 
the  executor  was  not  liable — in  fact,  no 
one  was  liable.     The  Act,  in  fact,   was 
full  of  injustices,   absurdities,   complica- 
tions, and  departures  from  the  principle 
of  the  Act  itself.     The  only  right  and 
just  method  was  to  make  no  presumption 
either  way.     He  would  further  point  out 
that  the  amount  of  duty  was  not  very 
large.     The  amount  of  intei-  vivos  dona- 
tions in   1897-8  was  £933,000,  with  a 
duty  of  about  £45,000,  collected  in  order 
to  maintain  the  entirely  false  assiunption 
that  everything  a  man  did  within  twelve 
months  before  nis  death  was  to  evade  the 
Act.     He  begged  to  move  the  addition  of 
the  first  of  his  proposed  clauses. 
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New  Clause — 

**  Section  two,  Sub-aeetion  (3),  of  Tlie  Finance 
Act,  1894,  is  hereby  amendecl  as  follows  :  The 
<le^ription  of  property  in  Sub-section  (3)  shall 
lie  construed  as  if  the  words  '  more  than  twelve 
months  before  Ills  death '  were  omitted  there- 
from." 

brought  up  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made  and  Question  pro- 
posed— 

''That  the  clause  be  now  read  a  second 
time.*' 

The  other  two  proposed  clauses  re- 
ferred to  were  as  follows  : — 

"  Section  two,  sub-section  (1),  paragraph  (c), 
of  The  Finance  Act,  1894,  is  hereby  amended 
as  follows  :  the  description  of  property  marked 
(c)  sliall  be  construed  as  if  the  words  m  section 
eleven,  sub-section  (1),  of  Tlie  Customs  and 
Inland  Revenue  Act,  1889,  *be  read  as  if  the 
word  *  twelve '  were  substituted  for  tlie  word 
'three'  therein,  and  the  said  description  of 
]iro)ierty  shall '  were  omitted  therefrom.'' 

**  Section  thirty -eight,  sub-section  (2),  para- 
^^raph  (a),  of  The  Customs  and  Inland  Revenue 
Act,  1881,  Is  hereby  amended  as  follows :  the 
description  of  property  marked  (a)  shall  Ije 
construed  as  if  all  the  wonls  in  paragraph  (a) 
after  the  words  *  one  thousand  eight  hundred 
and  eijihty-one '  were  omitted  therefrom." — 
(Mr,  (rtbson  Bowles.) 


same  kind,  he  could  do  nothing  but 
repeat  what  he  had  already  said  againsi^ 
the  proposals.  His  honooraUe  frieiKi 
admitted  that  there  might  be  such  a 
thing  as  fraudulent  attempts  to  eva^ie 
the  Acts,  but  he  said  that  wc  oug:ht  to 
discover  that  by  some  kind  of  divination. 
He  did  not  believe  that  we  would  ever 
discover  anvthing  in  that  way.  He  did 
not  believe  that  it  would  be  possiUe  to 
inflict  the  penalty  suggested.  Three 
months  was  the  period  suggested,  but 
that  was  found  to  be  too  short,  and 
twelve  months  was  accepted  with  practical 
unanimity  iis  the  period  within  which 
donations[might  not  be  made.  He  believed 
that  if  three  months  were  accepted  the 
door  would  be  opened  to  fraud,  and  to  the 
evasion  of  the  Act  in  other  ways. 

Mr.  butcher  (York)  believed  that 
under  the  clause  as  it  stood  every  shilling 
given  during  the  year  preceding  death 
would  be  brought  into  account.  If  they 
accepted  his  honourable  friend  s  Amend- 
ment the  door  would  be  opened  to  a  very 
large  number  of  cases  of  evasion,  and  the 
amount  of  duty  thus  fraudulently  evaded 
would  be  very  large  indeed. 


♦Sir  M.  hicks-beach  said  that  hi.s       Q'^^^^^^"  P^^- 
reply  to  his  honourable  friend  was  that 

as  he,  year  after  year,  raised  this  ques- '      The    Committee     divided  : — Aye, 
tion,    and     repeated    proposals    of    the    Noes,  164.     (Division  List  No.  142.) 


1; 


AY. 


Sullivan,  Donal  (Westmeath) 


Aird,  John 

Allan,  William  (Gateshead) 
Allen,  W.  (Newc.  under  Lyme) 
Archdale,  E<lward  Mervyn 
Atherley-Jones,  L. 
Atkinson,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Aufttin,  Sir  John  (Yorkshire) 
Hagot,  Capt.  Joeceline  FitzKov 
tialfoiir^Kt.  Hn.  A.J.  (Manch  r 
lialfoiir,KtHnGeiaMW.(I^eds 
lianbury,  Freilerick  CJeorge 
Barnes,  Fre<lerick  (vorell 
Barton,  Dunbar  Flunket 
BeachKt.  Hn.Sir  M.  H.  (Bristol) 
Bethell,  Commander 
Bhownaggree,  Sir  M.  M. 
Bigwoofi,  James 
Blakifiton-Uouston,  John 
Bond,  Edward 
Boscawen,  Arthur  Grifiith- 
Brassey,  Alliert 
Brodrick,  Kt.  Hon.  St.  John 
Butcher,  John  George 


Tellers  for  the  Ay— Mr. 
(vihson  Bowles  and  Mr. 
Alexander  Cross. 


NOES. 

Buxton,  Sydney  Charles 
Caldwell,  Jani&s 
CAuieron,SirCharles  (Glasgow) 
Carmichael,  Sir  T.  D.  Gil^n- 
Cecil,  Evelyn  (Hertford,  E.) 
Cecil,  Lord  Hugh  ((Jreenwich) 
Chaloner,  Captain  R.  G.  W. 
Chamberlain,  J.  Au8ten(  Worc^r 
Chaplin,  Rt.  Hon.  Henry 
Charrington,  Spencer 
Clare,  Octavius  Leigh 
Clough,  Walter  Owen 
Cochrane,  Hon.  Thos.  H.  A.  E. 
Collings,  Kt.  Hon.  Jesse 
Colston,  Chas.  Edw.  H.  Athole 
Colville,  John 
Compton,  Lord  Alwvne 
Cook,  Fred.  Lucha  (Lambeth) 
Cooke,C.  W\  Radclitfe  ( Heref  d ) 
Cranbome,  Viscount 
Cniddas,  William  Donaldson 
Cubitt,  Hon.  Henry 
Curran,  Thomas  B.  (Donegal) 


Curzon,  Viscount 

Dalkeith,  Earl  of 

Daliymple,  Sir  Charles 

Dal^,  James 

Davies,  M.  Vaughan-  ( Cardigan 

Donkin,  Ricliard  Sim 

Doogan,  P.  C. 

Dorington,  Sir  John  Edward 

Doughty,  Geora^ 

Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 

Douglas,  Charles  M.  (Lanark ) 

Doxtord,  William  Theodore 

Duckworth,  James 

Duncombe,  Hon.  Hubert  V. 

Dunn,  Sir  William 

Elliot,  Hon.  A.  Ralph  Douglas 

Fellowes,  Hon.  Ailwyn  Edwd. 

Ferguson,  R.  C.  Munro  (Leith) 

Field,  Admiral  (Eastbourne) 

Finlay,  Sir  Robert  Bannatyne 

Fisher,  William  Hayes 

Fitz(jrera]d,Sir  Robert  Penrose* 

Flower,  Ernest 
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Gibbs,  Hon.  VicaryiSt.  Albans) 
(iiles,  Charles  Tvrrell 
Goddard,  Daniel  Ford 
Goldsworthv,  Major-General 
<>orat»  Rt  Hon.  Sir  John  Eldon 
Go«chen,RtHnGJ(StGeorge'8 
Goschen,  George  J.  (Submox) 
i  Jourley.Sir  Ed  wardTemperley 
( treene,  Menry  D.  ( Shrewsbury ) 
4 1 till.  Sir  Cameron 
Haldane,  Richanl  Bordon 
Hamilton,  Kt.  Hon.LordGeorge 
Harwood,  George 
Hayne,  Rt.  Hon.  Chas.  Seale- 
HaieU,  Walter 

Herraon-  Hodge,  Rober  tTrotter 
Hill,  Arthur  (Down,  W.) 
Holland,  Hon.  Lionel  R.  (Bow) 
Holland,  Wm.  H.  ( York.  W.  R. ) 
Homiman,  Frederick  John 
Johnson -Fery^usoniJabez  £dw. 
Johnston,  William  (Belfast) 
Jolliffe,  Hon.  H.  George 
Kenyon-Slaney,  Col.  William 
Keswick,  Wilnam 
Kimber,  Henry 
Knowles,  Lees 
Laurie,  Lieut. -General 
LaMrrence,SirE.  Duming-(Corn 
Leng,  Sir  John 
LongjRt.  Hn.Wltr.  (Liverpool) 
Lowe,  Francis  William 
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Lucas-Shadwell^  William 
Macaleese,  Daniel 
Macartney,  W.  G.  Ellison 
Macdona,  John  Gumming 
Maclver,  David  (Liverpool) 
M'lver,  Sir  Lewis  (Edin.W.) 
M'Killop,  James 
M'Laren,  Charles  Benjamin 
M  iddlemore,  Jhn.  Throgmorton 
Montagu,  Sir  S.  ( Whitechapel) 
Moore,  William  (Antrim,  N.) 
Morton.  Arthur  H.  A.  (Deptford 
Morton,  Ed  w.  J.  C.  ( Devonport) 
Mount,  William  George 
Munay,RtHn.  A.  Gra]im.(Bute 
Murray,  Charles  J.  (Coventry) 
Murray,  Col.  Wyndham(Batn) 
Myens  William  Henry 
Newdigate,  Francis  Alexander 
Nicol,  Donald  Ninian 
O'Brien,  Patrick  (KUkenny) 
O'Connor,  Arthur  (DonegaJ) 
O'Malley,  William 
Philipps,  John  Wynford 
Pickersgill,  Edward  Hare 
Pilkineton,  Richard 
Platt-Higgins,  Frederick 
Pret^man,  Ernest  George 
Purvis,  Robert 

Richard8on,SirThos.(Hartlepl 
Rickett,  J.  Compton 
Ritchie,Rt.  Hon.  Chs.  Thomson 
Royds,  Clement  Molyneux 
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RuHsell,  T.  W.  (Tyrone) 
Rutherfoid,  John 
Ryder,  John  Herbert  Dudley 
Shaipe,  WUliam  Edward  T. 
Shaw,  Thomas  (Hawick  B.) 
Smith,  Samuel  (Flint) 
Souttar,  Robinson 
Stanley,  Lord  (La^cs. ) 
Strauss,  Arthur 
Strutt,  Hon.  Charles  Hedley 
Sturt^  Hon.  Humphry  Napier 
Thomas,  Alfred  (Glamorgan,E. 
Thorbum,  Walter 
Trevel^n,  Charles  Philips 
Valentin  Viscount 
Wallace,  Robert  (Edinburgh) 
Wallace,  Robert  (Perth) 
Webster,  Sir  R.  E.  (I.  of  Wight 
Wedderbum,  Sir  William 
Weir,  James  Galloway 
Wharton,  Rt.  Hon.  John  Lloyd 
Williams,  John  Carvell  (Notts. 
Williams,  Joseph  Powell-  (Birm 
Wilson,  John  (Durham,  Mid) 
Wilson,  John  (Falkirk) 
Wilson,  Jos,  H.(  Midd  lesbrough 
Wortley,  Rt.  Hon.  C.B.  Stuart- 
Wyndliam,  (jieorge 
Young,  Commander  (BerkH,E.) 

Tellers  for  the  Noes— Sfa: 
William  Walrond  and  Mr. 
Anstruther. 


Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said  he  was 
afraid  it  now  fell  upon  him  to  move  one 
Amendment  after  another.  His  next 
Amendment  was  to  restrict  the  Exchequer 
and  Audit  Act  of  1866,  which  had  been 
superseded  by  subsequent  arrangements 
made  by  Parliament.  Instead  of  the  ^oss 
revenues  being  paid  into  the  Bank  of 
England  a  great  part  of  them  went  to 
local  taxation.  It  seemed  to  him  an 
extraordinary  thing  that  such  an  abuse 
should  have  cropped  up  in  so  short  a 
time.  £9,000,000  was  put  to  this  purpose. 
The  appropriations  in  aid  he  did  not 
propose  to  deal  with,  but  that  part  of  the 
Exchequer  represented  by  the  Estate 
Duties  wa^  about  £2,500,000  this  year. 
He  did  not  suppose  that  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exche(juer  would  express  his 
readiness  to  .accept  the  clause,  but  he  did 
trust  that  the  right  honourable  Gentleman 
would  say  that  he  would  take  the  matter 
into  consideration  and  bring  to  an  end  a 
method  which  only  made  confusion  worse 
confounded. 


New  Clause — 

**  The  Commia«iioners  of  Customs,  the  Com- 
niiiwionen^  of  Inland  Revenue,  and  the  Post- 
matiter  (veneral  sliall,  after  the  commencement 
of  this  Act,  notwithstanding  any  enactment  to 
the  contrary,  after  deduction  of^  the  payments 
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for  drawbacks,  Lounties  of  the  nature  of 
drawbacks,  repayments,  and  discounts,  cause 
the  gross  revenues  of  their  respective 
departments  to  be  paid  at  such  times  and 
under  such  reipilations  as  the  Treasury  may 
from  time  to  tune  prescribe,  to  accounts  to  m 
intituled  '  The  Account  of  Her  Majesty's  Ex- 
chequer,' at  the  Bank  of  England  and  at  the 
Bank  of  Ireland  respectively,  and  all  other 
public  moneys  payable  to  the  Exchequer  shall 
ue  paid  to  the  same  accounts,  and  accounts  of 
all  such  pajnnents  shall  be  rendered  to  the 
Comptroller  and  Auditor-General  daily,  in 
such  form  as  the  Treasury  may  prescribe ; 
provided  always,  that  this  enactment  shall  not 
be  construed  to  prevent  the  collectors  and 
receivers  of  the  said  gross  revenues  and 
moneys  from  cashing,  as  heretofore,  under  the 
authority  of  any  Act  or  regtilation,  orders 
issued  for  Naval,  Military,  Revenue,  Civil,  or 
other  Services,  repayable  to  the  Revenue  De- 
partments out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  or 
out  of  moneys  provided  by  Parliament.  And 
provideil  also  that  the  Treasury  may  transfer 
from  the  said  Account  of  Her  Majesty's  Ex- 
chequer to  the  Local  Taxation  Account  such 
sum<4,  under  such  conditions  and  at  such  times 
as  are  prescribe<l  by  any  existing  enactment 
to  be  paid  to  the  said  Local  Taxation  Account." 
— {Mr,  Gibson  Bowles.) 

brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed — 
*'Tliat  the  Clause  be  now  read  asecond  time." 

♦Sir  M.  hicks-beach  said  that 
even  if  the  views  of  the  honourable 
Member  for  Lynn  Regis  were  right,  he 
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did  not  think,  whatever  his  intention 
was,  that  the  clause  proposed  would 
have  the  desired  efifect.  He  thought  that 
it  was  premature,  and  could  not  accept  it. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Lord  ALWYNE  C9MPTON  said  the 
clause  which  stood  in  his  name  was 
^practically  identical  with  a  clause  which 
he  had  moved  last  year,  dealing  with  an 
injury  which  everybody  recognised.  He 
did  not  now  propose  to  move  it  because 
the  right  honourable  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  had  informed 
him  that  he  had  looked  into  the  matter, 
auid  though  he  admitted  that  there  was  a 
hardship,  the  right  honourable  Gentleman 
did  not  consider  that  the  suggestion 
which  he  (Lord  A.  Compton)  had  made 
met  the  difficulty.  He  had  been  encour- 
aged to  proceed,  the  right  honourable 
Gentleman  having  pointed  out  that  where 
property  passed  through  many  hands  in 
a  short  space  of  time  a  condition  of  things 
might  arise  in  which  there  would  be  no 
property  at  all.  He  was  hopeful,  the 
evil  and  hardship  having  been  acknow- 
ledged, that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer would  give  some  explanation  and 
that,  if  he  was  not  satisfied  with  the 
clause  as  put  upon  the  Paper,  he  would 
give  some  indication  upon  which  a  clause 
might  be  based  another  year. 

The  following  is  the  clause  referred 
to : — 

"Where  Estate  Duty  shall  have  become 
payable  on  any  death  by  or  on  behalf  ot  any 
person  in  respect  of  property  to  which  he  shall 
nave  become  entitled  on  such  death,  and  such 
person  shall  die  within  the  space  of  eight  and 
a-half  years  from  the  date  of  the  death  on 
which  the  duty  shall  have  become  payable, 
such  duty  (in  this  section  i-eferred  to  as  '  the 
first  charge  of  duty ')  shall  for  the  purposes  of 
this  section  be  taken  to  have  become  payable 
by  such  instalments  as  are  mentioned  in  section 
6,  sub-section  8  of  The  Finance  Act,  1894, 
and  if  the  Estate  Duty  payable  in  respect  of 
any  property  passing  on  the  death  of  such 
person  (ui  this  section  referred  to  as  'the 
second  charge  of  duty ')  shall  be  a  sum  equal 
to  or  less  than  the  total  amount  of  the  instal- 
ments then  to  become  due,  or  which  by  virtue 
of  this  section  are  to  be  taken  as  then  to 
become  due,  of  the  first  charge  of  duty  (herein- 
after referred  to  as  the  *  future  instalments '), 
the  second  charge  of  duty  shall  be  wholly 
remitted  ;  but  if  the  amount  of  such  second 
charge  of  duty  shall  exceed  the  amount  of  the 
future  instalments,  then  the  amount,  which  but 
for  this  section  would  have  become  payable  in 
respect  of  such  second  charge  of  duty,  shall 
))e  reduced  by  tlie  amount  of  the  future  instal- 
ments."—(Xorrf  A,  Compton.) 

Sir  M.  Hifih'Beach, 


♦Sir  M.  fflCKS-BEACH  expressed  hi» 

thanks  to  the  noble  Lord  for  the    WAy  in 
which  he  had  brought  the  matter  f  orwaad^ 
but  said  the  difficulties  of  his   position 
had  precluded  him  from  dealing  i^th  the 
subject.       The   duties    were  practically 
settled  upon  a  system  of  averages,  and 
any  case  where  hardship  was   likely  to 
arise  would  occur  after  a  lon^    tenure, 
after  which  there  would  probably   be  a 
series  of  quick  successions.     He  regretted 
his  inability  to  deal  with  the  subject  at 
the  present  time,  but  there  was  extreme 
difficulty  in  ear-marking  the  property  as. 
the  same  property  which  had  paid   duty 
before.     He  had  thoroughly  investigated 
the  matter,  and  in  a  great  many  cases  into^ 
which  he  had  enquired,  the  alterations  of 
various  kinds  which  had  been  made  in  the 
property  had  rendered  it  absolutely  im- 
possible for  anyone  to  say  the  property 
was  the  same  as  that  which  had  already 
paid  duty.     It  could  not  well  be  left  to  the 
officers  of  the  Inland  Revenue  to  decide 
whether  it  was  the  same  property  or  not. 
He  mentioned  these  matters  for  the  con- 
sideration of  his  noble  friend,  with  whom 
he  would  be  glad  to  communicate. 

Mr.     SYDNEY     BuXTON    (Tower 

Hamlets,  Poplar)  expressed  great  satis- 
faction at  the  fact  that  no  hope  had  been 
held  out  with  regard  to  the  Amendment. 
He  remembered  that  the  proposal  was 
carefully  considered  in  1894,  and  it  was 
then  found  impossible  that  any  proposal 
could  be  arrived  at  which  would  do 
justice  to  everybody.  The  effect  of  the 
clause  would  be  to  reduce  the  Death 
Duties,  from  duties  falling  in  at  death,  to^ 
periodical  duties,  and  that  appeared  to 
him  to  be  a  vital  objection.  He  also 
considered  the  clause  impracticable.  He 
thought  the  noble  Lord  had  exaggerated 
the  position  when  he  said  that  the  Death 
Duties  could  destroy  property.  With 
regard  to  the  remote*  legatee  he  should  be 
considered  a  fortunate  person  rather  than 
one  to  whom  injustice  had  been  done, 
because  the  chances  of  his  coming  into 
the  property  at  all  were  very  remote. 

Viscount  CRANBORNE  (Rochester) 
thought  that  what  had  to  be  considered 
was  the  welfare  of  the  person  who  lived 
on  his  estates.  Nothing,  in  his  opinion^ 
could  be  worse  for  the  land  than  the 
absenteeism  that  ensued  under  these  cir- 
cumstances. He  had  hoped  that  the 
right  honourable  Qentleman  would  have 
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Fecognifled  the  substantial  justice  of  the 
Appeal  which  had  been  maJe,  and  would 
have  given  the  Committee  some  hope  that 
he  would  himself  grapple  with  the  ques- 
tion. When  the  Finance  Act  was  passed, 
it  was  attacked  on  more  than  one  of  its 
details,  and  more  especially  upon  this 
detail,    and    all    the    right    honourable 

•  Gentleman  had  said  was  that  it  was  not 
his  duty  to  point  out  how  the  hardship 
should  he  remedied,  but  he  admitted  that 
the  hardship  existed.     The  whole  system 

•  of  Death  Duties  was  extremely  difficult 
to  work,  and  in  its  initiation  was  unjust. 
The  revenue  which  was  raised  upon  these 

« capital  values  ou^ht  to  be  raised  by  a 
very  different  method. 

Captain  PRETYM AN  thought  the 
main  question  was  how  to  deal  with  a 
hardship  when  it  arose.  The  Committee 
had  been  told  that  this  duty  was  based 
'  on  a  system  of  averages,  but  he  thought 
.  that  where  a  hardship  was  made  mani^t 
it  was  entitled  to  be  dealt  with  on  its 
merits. 

Viscount    CRANBORNE    said    the 
•object  of  the  clause  he  now  proposed  to 
move  was  to  give  some  small  relief  to  the 
owners  of  tithe  and  tithe-rent  charges. 
'The  reason  for  its  being  moved  was  that 
it  was  the  only  declaration  upon  which 
relief  could  be  obtained  for  a  particular 
•  class  which  suffered  great  injustice  under 
the  Bill     The  terrible  state  of  things 
which  existed  in  regard  to  this  had  been 
brought  before  the  House  on  a  number  of 
•occasions,  but  this  was  a  matter  of  taxa- 
tion which  did  come  under  the  Finance 
Bill.     He  submitted  that  the  clergy  ought 
to  be  relieved  in  the  matter  of  Land  l^x. 
The  Qovernment  had  given  assurances 
that  something  would  be  done  in  the  pre- 
sent Session,  but  the  Session  was  growing 
>  old  and  nothing  had  been  done,  though 
he  still  had  hopes.     The  Report  of  the 
Royal  Commission  which  investigated  the 
matter  had  shown  the  position  in  which 
the  tithe  rent  owners  stood,  and  showed 
that  they  were  grossly  overtaxed.     They 
could  not  go  on  for  ever  without  raising 
their  voices  that  justice  should  be  done, 
and  he  hoped,  and  felt  quite  sure,  that 
the    matter    would    not    now    be    long 
•delayed. 

New  Clause — 

**  An  asseseraent  of  the  Land  Tax  made  after 
vthe  paasing  of  this  Act  for  a  Land  Tax  parish  in 


any  year  during  the  continuance  of  the  Agri- 
cultural Rates  Act^  1898,  shall  not  aasesB  or 
chai^  any  tithes,  tithe  rent-charge,  or  modus 
payable  to  any  person  having  the  cure  of  souls  . 
Mrithin  the  parisn  at  more  than  one-half  of  the 
annual  value  at  which  such  tithe&  tithe  rent- 
char^  or  modus  would  be  assessea  or  charged 
if  thia  Act  had  not  been  passed :  and  any 
amount  of  Land  Tax  not  collected  by  reason  of 
this  section  shall  be  remitted  ht>m  the  unre- 
deemed quota  of  the  hand  Tax  for  that  year." 
— {Viicount  Cranbame.) 

brought  up  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made  and  question  proposed — 

"That  the  Clause  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

♦Sir  M,  HICKS-BEACH  drew  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  all  those  clergy  whose 
incomes  did  not  exceed  £160  a  year  were 
relieved  from  Land  Tax  altogether,  whilst 
those  whose  incomes  did  not  exceed  £400 
per  annum  were  relieved  to  the  extent  of 
half  the  tax.  In  regard  to  the  particular 
grievance  to  which  it  was  desired  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  Committee,  he  would 
only  say  that  a  measure  dealing  with  the 
subject  was  actually  in  course  of  prepara- 
tion ;  and,  although  it  would  not  be  in 
his  charge,  as  it  related  to  a  rating 
matter,  he  hoped  that  at  no  distant  date 
it  would  be  laid  before  the  House. 

Mr.  CARVELL  WILLL^MS  (Notts, 
Mansfield)  desired  to  express  the  opinion 
that  any  attempt  to  convert  the  Budget 
into  a  Clergy  Relief  Bill  was  a  matter 
that  should  be  resisted  to  the  utmost. 
He  thought  that  the  clergy  were  ill- 
advised  to  allow  this  question  to  be ' 
raised  in  their  name,  while  at  the  same 
time  they  were  making  public  appeals  for 
aid. 

Motion  by  leave  withdrawn. 

♦Sir  SAMUEL  MONTAGU  (Tower 
Hamlets,  AVhitechapel),  in  moving  the  in- 
sertion of  a  new  clause,  said  the  object  of . 
the  first  portion  of  it  was  to  place  our 
traders  on  an  equality  with  competitors  in' 
France  and  Belgium,  where  the  stamp  duty 
was  precisely  the  same  as  he  wished  to  see 
it  fixed.  In  Germany  there  was  no  such 
stamp  duty,  and  m  Holland  it  only 
amounted  to  Id.  for  any  amount.  He 
could  not  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer to  knock  off  the  tax  altogether, 
but  ne  was  confident  that  city  men  who 
traded  in  bills  would  be  quite  content  if 
they  were  placed  on  an  equality  withr* 
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their  competitors  in  France  and  Belgium. 
Twenty  or  forty  years  ago  the  business 
done  by  means  of  these  foreign  bills  was 
very  much  greater.  They  were  drawn 
mainly  from  India,  China,  and  America 
against  produce. 

'  ♦SirM.  HICKS-BEACH(interrupting) : 
I  am  quite  willing  to  accept  the  Clause 
which  the  honourable  Baronet  has  on  the 
Paper. 

New  Clause — 

.  "(1)  The  duty  payable  under  the  Stamp 
Act,  1891,  on  bilLs  of  exchange  dra>\ii  and 
expressed  to  be  payable  out  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  when  actually  paid  or  endorsed  or  in 
any  manner  negotiated  m  the  United  King- 
dorti,  shall,  where  the  amount  of  the  money 
for  which  the  Bill  Lh  drawn  exceeds  £50,  lie 
reiiuced  so  as  to  lie — (a)  where  the  amount  ex- 
ceeds £50  and  does  not  exceed  £100,  6d.  ;  and 
{h)  where  the  amount  excee^is  £100,  6d.  for 
every  £100,  and  also  for  any  fractional  part  of 
£100  of  that  amount.  (2)  The  stamp  duty 
diargeable  under  the  Stamp  Act,  1891,  on  bills 
of  exchange  expressed  to  be  payable  at  a 
]>eriod  not  exceeuing  three  days  after  date  or 
sight  shall  be  Id.,  in  lieu  oi  the  duty  now 
ohargeable  thereon  ;  and  accordingly  the  first 
beading.  Bill  of  Exchange,  in  the  scnednle  to 
tliat  Act,  shall  be  read  as  if  the  words  '  or 
within  three  days  after  date  or  sight'  were 
contained  therein,  after  the  word  "  presenta- 
tion.' " — (Sir  Samvel  Monta-gn,) 

brought  up  and'read  the  first  and  second 
tiiue  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported. 

Bill,  as  amended,  re-committed,  in 
respect  of  Clauses  2  and  3,  and  a  new 
G!au.se,  for  Monday  next. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS. 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Spirits  in  Bottle. 

1.  Tliat,  in  addition  to  the  Duties  of  Cns- 
tonis  now  ^yable  on  spirit^t  imported  into 
Great  Britain  or  Irola^,  tiiere  shall  be  charged, 
levied,  and  paid  tbe  duty  following  (that  is  to 
•ay):— 

Spirits  in  bottle  (including  perfumed 
spirits,  and  liqueurs,  conliabs  niixtures, 
and  other  preparations  in  bottle  entered 
in  auch  a  manner  as  to  indicate  that  the 
strength  is  not  to  be  tested)  the  liquid 
sallon.  One  Shilling.  — {Mr,  ChaneeUar  of 
the  Exehtquer.) 

Kesolution  read  a  second  time. 

«8iR  CHARLES  DILKE  (GkNioester, 
JoroBt  ci    Dean)    said    he    hoped    tiie 

Sir  Samud  Monia^ 


Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would,  either 
that  night  or  at  some  later  at&ge  of  the 
Bill,  1)0  able  to  place  the  Committee  r^ 
possession  of  information  with  regani  :  • 
the   prol)able  effect  of   the    nevr    surtaj 
upon  l)Ottled  spirits.     They  already  hai, 
that  information  with  regard  to  Ijottit^ 
wines,   but  he   would  like  to  point  on: 
that,   in   regard   to  spirits,    it    was    th^ 
practice  of  the  Customs  to  lump  together 
all  spirits  imported  in  casks  and  in  )M>ttk 
as  well  as  all  perfumes  eoming  in  in  t:.*" 
same  wav.     No  doubt  there  wa»  a  ver; 
considerable  quantity  of  high^lass  i^pir.: 
which  came  in  in  bottle,  Init  he  imagiik^i 
that  but  very  little  cheap  spirit  came  u 
in  the  same  form.     He  did  not  complai' 
in  the  least  of  the  amount  of  the  surtax, 
l)ecause,  after  all,  it   only  represented  a 
very  small  proportion  of  the  value  of  th•^ 
article  on  n'hichit  was  imposed,  an  artio> 
which   was  a  high-priced   luxury.       Lex 
them  take,  for  instance,  £au  de  Cologne. 
That  was  a  high-priced  commodity,  "arid 
the  effect  of  the  new  duty  wocdd  pr- 
bably  be  to  induce  the  house  which  sent 
large  quantities  of  it  to  this  country  t«» 
establish  itself  and  bottle  the  perfume  in 
England.     The   same  might    result  i^-itb 
regard  to  high-class  liqueurs.  Chart  reu«^ 
for   example.     He   imagined   the  selling 
price  of  that  did  not  fall  far  short  of  20&^ 
per  imperial  quart,  so  that  the  surtax  was 
comparatively  small.     But  it  woidd  have 
a  considerable  bearing  on  the  course  of 
trade,  and  at  the  same  time   it    would 
protect   the  spirit  against    crude    imita- 
tions which  were  manufactured   in  thi& 
country.     He  pointed  out  the  other  night 
that   this  tax  would   specially    hit    the 
brandy  trade  of  France,  and  would  con- 
siderably interfere  with  the  importation 
of  high-class  cognacs  from  the  Charente 
district  in  small  parcels,  a  district  which 
was  already  hit  by  the  increased  wine 
duty.     They  had,   however,   no    figures 
before  them    upon    which     they    could 
discuss  the  matter  now,  and   he  there- 
fore  repeated  his  appeal  to  the  Chancellor 
of   the    Exchequer    to    give    them    the 
statistics  at  some  later  stage  of  the  BiH 


Mr.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON  (Dun- 
dee) said  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer had  sought  to  justify  the  impott- 
tion  of  additional  taxes  on  wine  on  the 
ground  that  if  deprived  of  thai  aoom  of 
revenue  he  did  not  know  how  he  eouM 
make  up  his  deficit.    Butt  the  other  day 
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ho  (Mr.  Robertson)  ventured  to  point  out '  ♦Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  :  The  present 
a  source  of  unknown  magnitude  and  as  system  on  which  the  charge  for  licences 
yet  untouched.  He  on  that  occasion  -  is  made  is  no  doubt  not  a  good  one,  and 
aaked  the  right  honourable  Gentleman  to  very  possibly  in  the  case  of  the  more 
Y>e  good  enough  to  direct  his  oiticials  to  valuable  houses  the  duty  ought  to  be  in- 
make  an  investigation  with  a  view  to  crea.sed.  But  I  had  good  reason  for  the 
a^seertaining  what  would  l)e  the  financial  .  answer  I  gave  the  honourable  Gentleman 
effect  of  increasing  the  duties  on  the  the  other  day.  I  am  informed  on  good 
retailers  of  wine,  spirits,  and  l)eer  ;  what,  authority  that  evidence  on  this  subject 
in  fact,  would  !)e  tne  effect  of  raising  the  '  has  been  taken,  and  naturally  the  Licensing 
licence  duties  to  their  full  annual  value.  Commission  may  be  expected  to  deal  with 
The  right  honourable  Gentleman  replied  it  in  their  Report.  Under  these  circum- 
that  that  depended  on  the  Licensing  Com- !  stances,  I  do  not  think  it  possible  or  right 
mission,  which  had  taken  evidence  on  the  to  institute  an  independent  inquiry  by 
point,  and  until  the  Report  was  presented  the  officers  of  the  Inland  Revenue.  I 
he  did  not  think  it  was  for  him  to  inter- 1  may  remind  the  honourable  Member  that 
fere.  That  answer  surpnsed  him,  for  the  yield  from  the  duty  referred  to  does 
having  examined  the  reports  published  not  go  to  the  Exchequer  at  all,  but  to 
t>f  the  Commissioner's  proceedings  he  had  )  the  relief  of  local  taxation,  and  I  have  a 
been  unable  to  find  any  evidence  at  all  shrewd  suspicion  that  the  local  authori- 
hoaring  upon  that  important  question,  ties  would  put  in  a  strong  claim  for  any 
He  had  not  put  the  question  with  re  '  increased  sum  likely  to  be  derived  from  it. 
f  erence  to  any  temperance  issues  but  1  With  regard  to  the  question  raised  by  the 
solely  on  financial  grounds.  There  had  right  honourable  Member  for  the  Forest  of 
1)een  no  doubt  suggestions  about  high  ;  Dean,  when  I  come  to  the  discussion  of 
licences  as  a  mode  of  temperance  reform,  the  subject  in  Committee  I  will  give  what 
hut  with  that  he  had  nothing  to  do ;  all  information  I  can  on  the  points  he  has 
he  asked  was  an  estimate  of  the  effect  of  ;  raised, 
raising  licence  duties  to  their  full  annual  < 

value.       He     would     again     press     the        Re.solution  agreed  to. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  direct  his 

officials,  who  were  the  only  persons  who  Stamp  Duties. 

could  do  so,  to  frame  this  estimate  He  g.  Henolved.  That  in  lieu  of  the  Stamp  Dutie. 
had  mtended  to  raise  the  point  l)y  an  l  mentioned  in  the  reaolutionH  numbered  2  and 
Amendment  on  the  Finance  Bill,  )>ut  had  ,  4,  relating  to  Stamp  Duties,  agreed  to  by  the 
good  reason  to  suppoee  that  that  would  S**"^  ^"  .*'w  ,^*"'J«®'»^b  day  of  April,  One 
vl«  ^„*  r.f  ^^^^  «=  ;^  \..x.^u^^A  «.,  ;.,^«^«-^  thousand  eight  hundred  and  ninety-nme,  there 
1)6  out  of  o^er,  as  it  nivohed  an  increase  ,  ^,,^,1  ,^  ^^^  ^  t,^^  following  Stamp  Duties, 

of  duty.     Hw  proposal  briefly  was  that  i  namely— 

the  increased  duty  should  fall  not  on  the  (i)  On  all   foreign  and  Colonial  market- 

consumer,    but    on    the    licence    holder,  '  able  securities  transferable  by  deliver}'- 

who   now     paid    absurdlv     low     duties,  which  are  not  at    present   chargeable 

while   his  mere    liabilitv  to    pav  them  '  ?''*!L?^"JP  ^">»  *nt.^»»|f '>  ^^l  "eH^- 

.-,    .    1          1     II        •  .       li    *        ^  J  tiated  m  the  Lnited  Kugdoni  after  the 

constituted  a  valuable  asset.     He  wanted  fir^t  day  of  August,  One  tliousand  eight 

to  ascertain  the  real  value  of  the  asset.  \  hundred  and  ninety  nine ;  and 

He     might      remind    them      that      the  .  (2)  on  any  instrument  to  bearer  by  meann 

London    County    Council     had    had    to  .  of  which  any  share  or  stock  of  any 

buy  up  a  licence  recently  at  a  cost   of  •^"»R°y  ?^  «^y  o^  P®"*?"**,  *?™®^  ^ 

^l  1,000 ;   they  were  goi^g  to  drop  the  T^tTl^l  tj  W^rt" 

licence  and   saddle   the   ratepayers  with  thousand  eight  hundred    and   ninety- 

the   expense.     The   utmost  a  retailer  of  ,  nine,  negotiated  in  the  United  Kingdom, 
spirits,   &c.,   had  to  paj'  as   licence   was  i  a  Stamp  Duty  of  one  shilling  for  every  ten 


X60  a  year;  yet  the  licences  were  so 
v.«Iuable.  Was  it  ri^ht  to  leave  the  duty 
so  absurdly  low  1  AVhy  not  make  the 
licencees  pay  instead  of  putting  the  burden 
indirectly  on  the  consumers  of  the  com- 
modity ?  The  present  was  not  a  defensible 


pounds,  and  also  for  any  fractional  part  of  ten 
pounds,  in  the  case  of  a  marketable  security  of 
the  mone^  thereby  secured,  and  in  the  case  of 
any  such  instrument  to  bearer  of  the  nominal 
value  of  the  share  or  stock  to  which  the  in- 
strument relates. — (Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exeheqvfr.) 


position,  for  many   millions  a  j'oar  was  i  still  Wines  in  Bottle. 

being  presented   to    the  holders  of  the  I     3,  Resolved.  That,  in  lieu  of  the  duties  of 

monopoly.  Customs  payable,  under  the  resohition  reported 
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from  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  on 
the  fourteenth  day  of  April,  and  then  agreed 
to  by  the  House,  on  still  wine  imported  into 
Great  Britian  or  Ireland  in  bottle  there  shall 
be  charged,  levied,  and  paid  the  same  duties 
in  respect  of  alcoholic  strength  as  if  the  wine 
were  m  cask,  and  an  additional  duty,  the 
gallon  ....  One  shilling. — (Mr,  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer). 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  upon  Mon- 
day next ;  Committee  to  sit  again  upon 
Monday  next. 

COLONIAL    LOANS    FUND    BILL. 

Second  Reading. 
Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed — 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time." 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  said  that  laat 
Session,  in  cofisequence  of  the  objections 
he  raised  to  this  Bill  as  it  then  stood,  the 
measure  was  withdrawn,  but  as  far  as  he 
understood  it,  those  grounds  of  objection 
had  been  removed  from  the  present  Bill, 
and  he  should  no  longer  oppose  it.  The 
last  Bill  practically  took  the  control  of 
the  matter  out  of  the  hands  of  the  House, 
and  did  not  give  sufficient  control  to  the 
Treasury  over  the  finances  of  the  colonies 
to  justify  the  granting  of  the  loans.  It 
was  proposed,  not  that  there  should  be  a 
separate  Bill  for  each  loan,  but  that  the 
proposals  should  be  hidden  in  the  annual 
Bill  of  the  Public  Works  Loan  Commis- 
sioners. But,  although  those  blots  had  to 
a  certain  extent  been  removed,  he  still 
failed  to  see  that  there  would  be  complete 
control  on  the  part  of  the  Treasury  or 
Colonial  Office  over  the  colonies  to  which 
the  loans  would  be  advanced.  The  Colonial 
Secretary  had  told  them  that  no  money 
would  be  advanced  except  where  full 
control  was  given  to  the  Colonial  Office, 
but  that  surely  meant  the  abrogation  of 
the  Constitutions  of  the  colonies  borrow- 
ing. With  regard  to  Dominica  and 
Antigua,  that  had  practically  occurred, 
but  there  were  to  be  loans  to  Barbadoes 
and  St.  Vincent  to  the  extent  of  about 
X50,000.  Would  these  cases  come  under 
this  Bill  1 

♦Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  :  Yes. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  said  that  in 
that  case  his  objection  was  rather  greater 
than  before,  for  last  year  the  Chancellor  of 
the    Exchequer    stated    that    the  West 


Indies  would   not  come  under  the  pnv 
visions  of  the  Bill. 

♦Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH :  I  aaid  we 
did  not  contemplate  any  loans  to  them  at 
the  time. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  aaid  the  Bill 
was  introduced  last  year  on  the  under- 
standing that  the  West  Indies  would  lie 
excluded,  but  now  it  was  proposed  that 
the  first  two  loans  under  it  should  be  to 
colonies  which  could  only  be  described  as 
semi-bankrupt  colonies.  He  wished  to 
enter  a  caveat  in  regard  to  this  matter. 
They  had  some  suspicion  that  the  main 
object  of  the  Bill  was  to  render  mora 
feasible  the  granting  of  loans  for  the 
purpose  of  bolstering  up  some  of  our  aemi- 
bankrupt  colonies.  That  certainly  was 
not  the  desire  of  the  House  of  Commons^ 
Further,  he  desired  to  know  if  the  Bill 
would  be  utilised  for  the  general  con- 
solidation of  outstanding  loans  of  Crown 
colonies.  That  was  an  object  he  would 
like  to  see  attained,  as  many  colonies  had 
to  pay  high  rates  of  interest,  and  the  Bill 
would  enable  them  to  be  placed  on  a 
better  fiscal  system.  Some  idea  was  en- 
tertained of  making  use  of  these  loans  for 
the  investment  of  Savings  Bank  funds, 
but  if  there  were  only  to  be  loans  of 
£50,000  here  and  there  that  would  be  no 
assistance,  seeing  the  large  amount  the 
Savings  Bank  had  to  invest.  He  now 
wished  to  ask  if  the  House  of  Commons 
would  have  by  a  separate  Bill  full  control 
over  any  loan  proposed  to  any  colony 
and  if  the  powers  would  be  used  for  the 
consolidation  of  existing  Colonial  loans ; 
also  would  there  be  efficient  financial  con- 
trol on  the  part  of  the  Colonial  Office  and 
the  Treasury  over  the  different  colonies  to 
which  the  loans  were  made  1 

♦Sir  SAMUEL  MONTAGU  said  he 
considered  the  Bill  an  exceedingly  good 
one,  bearing  in  mind  that  it  recognised 
our  responsibility  towards  the  Grown 
colonies,  the  finances  of  which  were 
absolutely  under  our  control.  He  hoped 
that  no  colony  of  ours  would  fail  to  meet 
its  engagements.  He  assumed  the  Bill 
did  not  apply  to  self-governing  colonies  t 

♦Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  :  No. 

♦Sir  SAMUEL  MONTAGU,  continu- 
ing, said  that  for  a  Crown  colony  to  be  in 
default  would  be  something  like  a  crime» 
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He  could  not  accept  the  description  of  his 
honourable  friend  of  any  colony  as  semi- 
bankrupt,  for  the  Imperial   Government 
could   not  deny  its  responsibility.     The 
Bill  provided  for  making  the  necessary 
advances  to  Crown  colonies  to  rank  after 
existing  loans,  and  they  would  therefore 
be   of  the  nature  of  a  second  mortgage, 
and  existing  loans  would  be  a  first  mort- 
gage and  would  disappear  by  sinking  fund 
arrangements  or  other  means.     An  offer 
should  be  made  to  consolidate  existing 
loins,  putting  them  on  a  sound  financial 
basis,  and  converting  them  into  Govern- 
ment securities,  suitable  for  trustees,  with 
^  saving  to  the  colonies  of  £40,000  or 
X50,000  a  year.      These  colonial  loans 
would  then  offer  a  good  form  of  invest- 
ment for  Savines  Bank  funds,  a  subject  on 
which  he  was  glad  to  know  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Elxchequer  was  about  to  institute 
an  inquiry. 

Mr.  DILLON  said  he  could  not  sup- 
port the  provisions  of  this  Bill.  He 
scouted  the  idea  that  a  Crown  colony 
•could  not  be  semi-bankrupt.  It  was  well 
known  that  many  of  them  were,  and  it  ap- 
peared to  him  that  the  Bill  was  calculated 
to  facilitate  the  borrowing  of  money  by 
these  unfortunate  colonies.  Clause  6  con- 
templated that  provision  should  be  made 
for  the  case  of  these  colonies.  Colonial 
catastrophes  might  and  would  arise, 
making  payment  of  liabilities  impossible, 
and  a  claim  would  then  be  made  on 
,the  Consolidated  Fund  under  the  clause. 
The  House  ought  to  be  invited  to  con- 
sider the  measure  of  responsibility  it 
undertook  in  accepting  this  Bill.  He 
supposed  they  would  be  told  that  it  was 
in  the  interest  of  the  spirit  of  imperialism 
that  the  Mother  Country  should  take 
over  responsibility  for  the  liabilities  of 
the  Crown  colonies,  but  he  thought  we 
ought  at  least  to  have  some  statement  of 
the  ultimate  expense  of  the  operation. 
He  doubted  if  the  proposal  would  benefit 
the  colonies,  while  it  was  calculated  to 
inflict  a  future  liability  on  this  country 
of  the  extent  of  which  they  had  no 
definite  estimate.  He  particularly  ob- 
jected to  Sub-section  2  of  Clause  7,  and 
to  the  policy  it  embodied  of  lending  the 
guarantee  of  this  country  to  any  British 
rrotectorate  or  protected  State.  This 
provision  was  too  wide,  because  it  would 
mclude  Uganda,  the  Soudan,  East  Africa, 
and  Rhodesia.  Where  would  they  stop  t 
Would  all  the  West  African  States  come 


within  that  category)  He  was  by  no 
means  friendly  to  the  principle  of  the 
Bill,  and  he  should  strongly  oppose  some 
of  its  provisions  in  Committee. 

♦Sir  M.  hicks -BEACH:  I  do  not 
think  the  honourable  Member  quite  ap- 
preciates the  fact  that  no  loan  can  be 
made  under  the  provisions  of  this  Bill. 
It  merely  provides  financial  machinery 
through  which  loans  can  be  made  if  the 
House  should  assent  to  a  separate  Bill, 
which  would  have  to  be  introduced,  with 
regard  to  any  such  loan.  It  is  impossible, 
therefore,  that  there  can  be  a  wide  ex- 
tension of  loans  throughout  the  Colonies 
and  the  Protectorates,  such  as  the  honour- 
able Member  supposes,  without  the 
sanction  of  Parliament.  Replying  to  the 
honourable  Members  for  Pophr  and 
Whitechapel,  as  to  the  consolidation  of 
the  loans  of  Crown  colonies,  I  do  not 
think  the  House  has  always  remembered 
the  responsibility  which  we  already  bear 
on  behalf  of.  those  colonies.  It  is  quite 
true  that  we  do  not  in  any  way  guarantee 
their  loans;  they  borrow  on  their  own 
credit,  and  it  is  often  very  good.  It  is 
unfair  to  describe  Crown  colonies  as 
bankrupt  or  semi-bankrupt  colonies. 

Mr.  DILLON :  I  referred  to  some  of 
the  West  Indian  Colonies.  I  do  not  say 
it  is  their  fault. 

♦Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  :  The  credit 
of  some  of  the  West  Indian  Colonies  is 
good  at  the  present  time,  and  taking 
the  Crown  colonies  generally,  money 
might  be  lent  to  them  under  the  system 
proposed  by  the  Bill  on  as  good  security, 
as  a  rule,  as  can  be  got  anywhere 
else.  The  House  should  bear  in  mind 
this  point — if  a  Crown  colony  becomes 
bankrupt  or  semi-bankrupt,  the  ultimate 
responsibility  now  lies  with  Parliament 
and  the  country.  Therefore  the  increased 
responsibility  we  may  incur  through  the 
operation  of  this  Bill  and  the  Bills  which 
might  follow  it  authorising  separate  loans, 
is  not  so  great  as  the  honourable  Grentle- 
man  supposes.  The  question  of  the 
consolidation  of  loans  has  occupied  my 
attention,  and  I  hope  it  may  be  effected 
to  some  extent  under  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill.  But  we  cannot  consob'date 
existing  loans  unless  those  who  hold  them 
are  willing  to  accept  reasonable  terms, 
and  it  is  possible,  judging  by  the  price  of 
the  loans  in  the  market,  that  they  may 
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prefer  to  keep  their  existing  security  until 
the  loans  are  paid  oif.  The  Bill  will 
enable  the  Government  to  utilise  funds 
which  at  present  they  have  great  difficulty 
in  utilising,  and  which,  I  believe,  will  be 
utilised  through  its  provisions  on  ample 
security,  producing  great  benefit  to  this 
country  as  well  as  to  our  colonies. 

Sir  JOHN  LENG  (Dundee)  said  he 
t)6lieved  that  with  the  safeguards  to  which 
the  right  honourable  Gentleman  had  re- 
ferred, there  need  be  no  apprehension  that 
the  Government  or  Parliament  would 
wantonly  and  recklessly  squander  the 
funds  committed  to  their  charge. 
With  regard  to  Savings  Bank  funds 
he  would  much  rather  favour  some 
means  of  investing  them  in  a  manner 
calculated  to  be  of  advantage  to  the 
colonies,  than  consent  to  hastily  attempt 
to  reduce  the  rate  of  interest  on  the  de- 
posits, or  make  any  gieat  change  in  the 
amount  allowed  to  ])e  dejx)sited  in  any 
bne  year.  It  was  a  mistake  to  suppose 
that  a  large  percentage  of  the  depositors 
consisted  of  persons  who  might  properly 
invest  their  money  in  other  ways,  for  the 
number  of  deposits  exceeding  £100  was 
comparatively  small.  They  ought  to  en- 
courage depositors  to  invest  their  money 
in  the  Savings  Bank,  and  it  would  be  un- 
fortunate if,  when  he  had  reached  a  total 
of  £100,  the  depositor  found  the  door 
closed  to  him.  It  was  also  desirable  to 
encourage  useful  works  in  our  colonies, 
and  on  the  whole  he  thought  the  Govern- 
ment were  to  be  commended  for  having 
brought  in  the  Bill. 

Question  put  and  agreerl  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Monday  next. 

SUPREME  COURT  (APPEALS)  BILL 

[Lords]. 

,    Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1. 
Question  again  proposed, 

•*  That  Claufie  1,  aw  amended,  stand  part  of 
the  BilL" 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported,  with  Amendments ;  as 
amended,  to  be  considered  upon  Monday 
next. 

Sir  M,  Hirk^-Bfoch, 


SUPPLY— REPORT  \6th  MAI'] 


Resolution  reported. 

Civil   Services   and   Revenue    Depari- 
ments  Estimates,  1899-1900. 

Class  2. 

''  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £133,Od8,  W 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  .>uxu 
necftwary  to  detray  the  charge  which  will 
come  in  course  of  i>ayment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  3l8t  day  of  March,  1900,  for  the 
salaries  and  expenses  of  the  office  of  the  Coiu- 
niittee  of  Privy  Council  for  Tnule  and  Siilior- 
dinate  Departments." 

Resolution  read  a  second  time. 

♦Mr.    weir    (Ross    and    Ci-omarty> 
moved  to  reduce  this  Vote  by  £100.     He 
said  that   on  Friday  night  last    he    wa< 
prevented  from  doing  so  in  Committee. 
Within  the  last  three  years  he  had  called 
the  attention  of  the  Board  of  Trade  to 
the     serious    overcrowding     of     railway 
carriages  in  large  cities.    He  thought  steps 
should  be  taken  to  stop  this  overcrowding, 
and    the    railway   companies    should    )>e 
compelled   to  remedy  it.      Clause   7   of 
the  railway  bye-laws  states,  that  when  a 
carriage    contains    the    full    num1)er    of 
passengers    no    additional  persons    shall 
remain  therein,  and    that    thev  mav  Ik? 
removed  by  any  duly  authorised  agent  of 
the  company,  and  that  for  overcrowding, 
passengers  are  liable  to  a  fine  of  40s.  for 
the  first   offence,   and   afterwards    to    a 
penalty  of  £5.    Too  much  power  is  in  the 
hands  of  the  railway  companies,  and  it  is 
for  this  reason  that  he  pressed  the  right 
honourable  Gentleman  to  take  some  steps 
to  compel  them  to  provide  l)etter  facilities 
for  passengers.     The  railway  companies 
should  provide  more  carriages  of  the  class 
chiefly  m  demand.     No  doubt  he  would 
be  told  that  the  platforms  were  not  long 
enough.     To  that  he  woidd  reply,  "  Mak« 
the   platfonns  longer."    He  thought  in 
this  matter  that  the  convenience  of  the 
public  should  be  considered  first  and  not 
the  railway  companies.     He  only  wished 
that  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
would  put  his  f6ot  down  and  show  that 
his  Department  were  the  masters  of  the 
situation. 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER:  ^Tien  the  honourable^ 
Member  speaks  of  the  power  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  to  shorten  or  lengthen  platfonns 
he  is  not  in  order,  because  it  is  not  the  dut^ 
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of     that    Department    to    control     such   and   he  did   so  in    consequence   of    the 
matters.  report  of  the  medical  officer  of  health  for 

the  county,  who  complained  of  the  un- 
satisfactory state  of  the  water  supply  at 
*Mr.  weir  proceede<l  to  .say  that  on    that  station.    In  reply  to  his  question,  the 
page  2  of  the  hye-laws  it  was  provided    right  honourable  Gentleman   stated  that 
that   any    person    failing    to    leave    the    he  could   not  go  down  and   inquire  a» 
carriage  when  i^equested  to  do  so  hy  any    to  the  working  of  the  water  filter  at  that 
duly  authorised  person  might  lie  removed    station.      The   manager  of  the  railway 
under  the  direction   of   huch  servant  or    company  had  stated  that  the  water  supply 
agent.    Umler  this  new  bye-law  it  would  be    was  ample,  but  he  asked  the  right  honour- 
competent  for  any  servant  of  the  comi)any,    able  Gentleman  not  to  accept  the  state- 
any  of  those  small  lN>ys  so  numerously    ment  of  the  officer  of  the  railway  company, 
employed,  to  request  pjissengers  to  come    but  to  accept  the  report  of  the  medical 
out,  and   to  call  for  assistance  to  eject    officer  for  the  county.      He  hoped   the 
them,    and  stop   them  at  any    stage    of    right  honourable  Gentleman  would  attend 
the  journey.    The  other  niij<ht  he  applied    to  this  matter,  for  it  had  now  been  going 
at  a  l>ooking-office  for  a  ticket  and  he  was    on   for  three  years.      On  page   110  of 
told  " This  is  the  last  t rain  ;gu  without  your   the    Estimates    there    was    a    sum    put 
ticket."     Now  if  this  bye-law  had  Wen '  down    under    the    heading    of    superin- 
confirmed  by  the  Board  of  Trade,  it  would    tendent    of    publications    and    assistant 
have  been  quite  possi))le  for  any  official    librarian.      He  received  £800  a  year,  and 
to  have  turned  him  out  at  any  interme-  >  he   provided    out    of    that   an   assistant 
diate  station.     He  sincerely  hope<l  that '  librarian  whose    salary    was    not    men- 
the  right   honourable  Gentleman   would   tioned.     Now,  he  objected  to  a  system 
take  care  that   these    bye-laws  were  so   of  sweating  in  any  Government  office, 
modified   as  to  suit   the  convenience  of   Thev  did  not  know  whether  this  assistant 
passengers,  and  that  the  interests  of  the    was  brushed  off  with  £2  or  £3  a  week, 
railway  companies  would  be  studied  rather  \  for  it  was  not  stated.     On  page  112  there 
less  in  future.     It  was  provided  in  the    were  items  connected   wnth   the    Patent 
bye-laws  that  every  passenger  in  the  train  '  Office.       Now    that    Office    produced    a 
should   be  supplied  \\ith  means  of  com-   revenue  of  £230,000  a  year,  and  the  ex- 
munication,  and  he  should  Hke  to  see  that ,  penses  amounted    to    £63,000    a    year, 
bye-law    enforced,      He  hoi)e<l  the  right    which  left  a  balance  of  £167,000  of  clear 
honourable    Gentleman    would   give  hia   profit.     He   contended   that  the   Patent 
attention  to  this  matter,  and  not  allow  the    Office  ought   not   to  be  a  profit-making 
railway  companies  to  control  the  Board  of   concern,  but  that  every   encouragement 
Trade.     With  regaixi  to  private  lines,  the    should  be  given  to  the   inventor.      The 
Board  of  Trade  gave  facilities  to  companies    struggles  of  poor  inventors  were  many  and 
to  join  M-ith  other  main  lines,  but  took   great.      Many  of  them  struggled   hard, 
no  power  to  control  the  level  crossings  of    lived  in  the  humblest  abode,  and  often 
these  private  lines.     He  should  like  1>etter  I  spent  their  last  shilling  in  the  development 
arrangements  made  at  level  crossings  for  !  of  an  idea  which  they  believed  would  lead 
the  protection  of  the  public.     Then  there    on  to  fortune.    When  they  had  developed 
was  the  question  of  the  trawlers  sailing  at    their  invention  they  went  to  the  Patent 
night  without  lights.     Now  the  Boaitl  of   Office,  and  had  to  pay  very  large  fees  and 
Trade  had  power  to  impase  penalties  on  j  take  a  considerable  amount  of  risk.     In 
trawlers  who  failed  to  carry  licrhts  at  night,  i  regard  to  the  registration  of  patents,  he 
He  asked  the  right  honourable  Gentleman  |  advocated  the  adoption  of  the  system  now 
to  give  some  attention  to  this  matter  and  '  working  in  America,  which  worked  rery 
to  see  that  the  penalties  were  inflicted.  '  satisfactorily  indeed;     He  knew  that  re- 
If  those  penalties  were  insufficient  to  deter  i  ductions  were  mada  some  years  ago,  but 
trawlers  from  sailing  without   lights,   a  I  they  had  not  beeii  satisfactory  to  the 
bye-law  inflicting  heavier  penalties  should    inventor. 
be  made.    There  was  also  a  matter  in  ' 

connection  with  the  water  supph-  in  his         .         ,        ^  , 

own  constituency  at  a  railway  station.    He       Amendment  prpposed- 

had  previously  brought  the  matter  under       '^To  leave  on»  •  £438,098,'  in  order  to  insert 
the  notice  of  the  Board  of  Trade.     The  \  * £132,998.' "-Wn  «WV.) 
©ther  day  he  had  occasion  to  inquire  again,  J  instead  thereof;    ^'- 
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Question  proposed — 

"That '£133,098' stand  part  of  the  resolu- 
ttion." 

Mr.  J.  HAVELOCK  WILSON  (Mid- 
•dlesbrough)  said  that  on  Friday  night 
last  he  took  up  the  time  of  the  House 
<liscussing  many  questions  affecting  the 
^shipping  interest,  but  the  right  honour- 
able Gentleman  gave  him  very  unsatisfac- 
tory answers  on  several  points,  although 
on  the  majority  of  the  matters  which  were 
brought  to  his  notice  the  answers  were 
not  altogether  unsatisfactory.  There  was 
one  case  to  which  he  wanted  to  call  the 
:special  attention  of  the  right  honourable 
"Gentleman,  and  it  was  with  regard  to 
the  steamer,  the  "  Tuscan  Prince."  He 
had  asked  the  right  honourable  Gentle- 
man whether  this  steamer  had  carried 
passengers  in  the  shape  of  pilgrims  from 
Jaffa,  and  whether  this  steamer  had  a 
Board  of  Trade  certificate,  and  was 
licensed  to  carry  passengers.  The  reply 
he  received  was  that  she  carried  no  pas- 
.-sengers,  had  no  certificate  to  carry  pas- 
sengers, and  carried  no  surgeon.  He  did 
not  know  what  inquiry  the  right  honour- 
able Gentleman  had  made,  or  whether  he 
had  communicated  directly  with  the 
owners  of  the  vessel.  He,  however,  had 
received  a  letter  from  one  of  the  men 
who  was  serving  on  the  ship,  a  copy  of 
which  he  had  forwarded  to  the  ri^ht 
honourableGentleman.  That  letter,  statmg 
the  full  facts,  was  signed  by  a  seaman 
who  was  on  board  the  "  Tuscan  Prince," 
and  he  wanted  to  know  how  it  was  that 
this  steamer  was  allowed  without  any 
licence  whatever  to  carry  100  pilgrim 
passengers,  huddled  together  on  the  fore- 
deck  of  that  vessel,  and  apparently,  in 
addition  to  the  passengers,  she  also 
carried  a  deck  cargo  of  sheep.  That  was 
a  very  serious  state  of  affairs  if  it  was 
possible  for  shipowners  to  run  their 
vessels  and  carry  passengers  without 
being  properly  inspected  and  manned, 
and  when  a  question  was  put  to  the  right 
honourable  Gentleman  by  him  with  regard 
to  the  matter,  he  got  the  reply,  "lam 
informed  that  the  *  Tuscan  Prince '  carried 
no  passengers."  He  did  not  think  that  it 
was  quite  the  correct  thing  that,  after  a 
complaint  was  made  to  the  Board  of 
Trade  with  regard  to  a  breaeh  of  the 
regulations,  they  should  simply  com- 
municate with  the  owners,  wno  denied 
that  the  state  of  things  was  as  repre- 
sented, and  then  no  further  inquiry  was 


I 


made.     The  Board  of  Trade  had  ample 
opportunities  of  inquiring  whether     the 
statements  of  this  sailor  were  correct,  and 
if  they  found  them  to  be  accurate  he 
trusted  that  there  would  be  no  further 
delay  on  the  part  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
in  putting  the  law  in  force  and  punishing 
the  offenders.     He  should  not  be  at  all 
surprised  at  cholera  being  imported  into 
this  country  by  steamers  carrying  those 
pilgrims  from  infected  places,  when  they 
were  put  on  board  British  steamers    in 
this  mean  manner,  huddled  together  on 
the  f  oredeck  of  the  vessel,  without  any  pro- 

er  protection,  and  without  any  surgeon. 

f  this  was  the  way  in  which  the  Board  of 
Trade  managed  its  business,  it  was  not 
very  creditable  to  them,  and  they  had  no 
right  to  come  to  this  House  and    ask 
honourable   Members  to  vote  money  in 
order  to  mismanage  the  business  in  that 
manner.     He  had  had  some  controversy 
with   the    right    honourable    Gentleman 
with  regard  to  the  articles  that  were  to  be 
supplied  to  seamen,  and  he  had  objected 
to  the  continuous  discharges  system.  The 
right  honourable  Gentleman  had  declared 
that  this  system  was  the  best,  and  he  had 
appointed  a  Departmental  Committee.    In 
the  first  place,  he  ^objected  to  a  Depart- 
mental Committee  inquiring  into  such  an 
important  subject,  which  concerned  the 
interests    of    shipowners,    captains,    and 
seamen.     If  a  committee  was  to  be  ap- 
pointed, then  let  it  be  a  committee  of  this 
House,  and  let  all  the  shipping  interests 
be    properly    represented.      T^e     right 
honourable  Gentleman  had  taken  a  most 
unusual  coiu-se.     He    declared   emphati- 
cally in  favour  of  continuous  discharges, 
and  said  that  in  his  opinion  that  system, 
with  a  character,  was  the  best  to  adopt, 
and  then  he  appointed  a  Committee  of 
his  own  officials  to  inquire  into  the  sub- 
ject.    Now,  he  had  the  greatest  possible 
respect  for  the  permanent  ofiicials  of  the 
Board    of    Trade,   but    the    remarkable 
thing  was  that  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  has  declared  himself  in  favour  of 
a  certain  system,  and  he  was  now  asking 
his  officials  to  inquire  and  report  to  him 
upon  that  very  subject.     He  asked  the 
right  honourable  Gentleman  in  all  fairness 
did  he  really  think  his  own  officials  would 
report  against  his  own  desire  and  acainst 
his  expressed  wish  and  opinion  ?      He  did 
not  thmk  they  would,  for  his  opinion  was 
that  they  would  not  dare  to  do  anything 
of  the  kind,  and  in  all  probability  they 
would  report  in  favoiu*  of  the   systen 
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which  the  right  honourable  Gentleman 
had    evidently    been  convinced  was  the 
right  system  by  certain  shipowners,  and 
he  was  disregarding  entirely  the  views  of 
the  seamen.    The  right  honourable  Gentle- 
man replied  the  other  night,  "  We  will 
have  the  continuous  discharges,    but  if 
they  do  not  like  to  have  them  they  can 
have  the  ordinary  single  discharge  when 
they  are  paid  off  at  the  end  of   every 
voyage."    Now,  was  it  any  use  whatever 
to  appoint  a  Committee  to  inquire  into 
such  an  important  question  when  the  Com- 
mittee had  already  made  up  its  mind  to 
recommend  a  continuous    discharge    for 
seamen  which  they  could   have  if  they 
liked,  and  if  they  did  not  like  it  they 
could  have  the  old  form)     The    result 
would  be,  that  as  long  as  a  man  had  got  a 
"V.G.,"  or  a  good  character,  he  would 
stand  by  the  continuous  discharge,  but  as 
soon  as  he  had  the  misfortune  to  get  with 
a  captain  with  whom  he  could  not  agree, 
and  he  got  a  report  for  bad  conduct,  he 
would  throw  his  continuous  discharge  on 
one  side  and  take  up  the  single  discharge, 
which  he  could  buy  for  3d.,  4d.,  or  Is.  Ue 
wanted  to  remind  the  right  honourable 
Gentleman  that  he  was  not  making  any 
provision  as  to  the  time  that  a  seaman 
must  serve  before  he  was  entitled  to  be 
rated  as  an  able  seaman  or  fireman,  and 
that  was,  after  all,  the  most  important 
point  for  which  they   were  contending. 
They  wanted  men  to  be  qualified  seamen, 
and,  if  the  shipowners  chose,  they  could 
have  an  examination  of  competency,  and 
make   every  seaman  pass  that  examina- 
tion.    No  man  could  be  a  qualified  able 
seaman  unless  he  had  had  three  years' 
service  on  board  a  ship.     At  the  present 
time,  when  ships  were  so  badly  manned, 
it  was  all  the  more  important  that  they 
should  have  good  men.     Under  this  sys- 
tem any  kind  of  men  would  be  allowed  to 
continue  to  go  to  sea.     He  knew  that 
shipowners  suffered  some  inconvenience 
through  men   failing  to  join  their  ships 
after  having  signed  their  articles.     Now 
if  a  man  gave  in  his  continuous  discharge 
and  missed  his  vessel,  he  could  send  up  to 
the  Registrar-General  and  get    another 
copy  for  6d.  or  Is.,  and  he  could  ship  the 
next  day  in  another  vessel.      What  they 
wanted  was  a  parchment  certificate,  and 
when  a  man   signed  on  he  should  hand 
that  certificate  in  to  the  captain,  and  if  he 
failed  to  join  the  vessel  it  should  be  re- 
turned to  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  when 
he    wanted    to    join  another    6hip    he 


would  have  to  apply  to  the  Board  of 
Trade  for  his  parchment,  and  then  they 
could  suspend  his  certificate  for  one,  two, 
or  three  months  as  a  punishment.  With 
regard  to  foreigners,  he  had  never  ob- 
jected to  them  being  on  board  British 
ships,  but  did  the  right  honourable  Gentle- 
man propose  to  give  licences  to  foreigners, 
who  comd  not  speak  a  word  of  English  t 
The  crew  of  the  "  Afghan  Prince  was. 
made  up  of  men  belonging  to  twelve  diffe- 
rent nationalities,  and  that  was  a  nice 
state  of  afiairs  to  have  on  board  a  ship. 
Surely  they  were  not  going  to  carry 
interpreters  for  them  all,  and  they  would 
not  get  a  boatswain  who  understood 
twelve  languages  at  £4  10s.  a  month. 
He  thought  that  if  a  foreigner  was 
allowed  on  board  an  English  ship  he 
ought  to  understand  our  language  so  as 
not  to  endanger  the  lives  of  the  people  on 
the  vessel.  Why  should  this  question  be 
referred  to  a  Departmental  Committee 
instead  of  to  a  Committee  of  this  House  I 
The  House  very  often  appointed  Com- 
mittees on  far  less  important  subjects,  and 
there  was  a  strong  feeling  in  the  House  in 
favour  of  an  inquiry  into  this  question. 
The  right  honourable  Gentleman  had 
said  that  no  continuous  discharge  would 
be  of  any  use  whatever  unless  the  cha- 
racter and  conduct  of  the  man  was  in- 
serted in  it.  He  would  accept  that  if  the 
right  honourable  Gentleman  would  go  a 
little  further  and  say  that  wherever  a 
seaman  had  been  given  a  bad  discharge, 
and  felt  himself  aggrieved  about  it,  he 
should  have  the  right  to  appeal  to  some 
independent  authority  to  have  his  case 
tried  on  its  merits.  It  was  for  that 
reason,  and  many  others,  that  he  hoped 
the  right  honourable  Gentleman  would 
consider  the  matter  and  see  if  he  could 
not  give  them  a  Committee  of  the  House 
of  Commons  to  inquire  into  the  whole 
subject.  With  regard  to  the  North 
Atlantic  winter  load-line,  he  was  not  at  all 
satisfied  with  the  answer  given  by  the 
right  honourable  Gentleman,  nor  with  the 
manner  in  which  the  change  had  been 
brought  about,  and  he  ventured  to  say 
that  some  day  there  would  be  more  noise 
made  about  it.  The  shipowners  asked 
for  this,  and  the  seamen  and  officers  never 
asked  for  it  at  all.  The  right  honourable 
Gentleman  granted  the  shipowners  this 
Committee,  but  he  took  good  care  to  ex- 
clude from  it  those  very  persons  whose 
interest  it  was  most  of  all  to  be  there.  It 
had  been  said  that  the  matter  was  such  a 
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highly  technical  one,  dealing  with  load- 
lines  and  freeboards,   that    the   seamen 
would  be  of  very  little  use  on  such  a  Com- 
mittee.    He  thought  that  was  a  reflection 
'•^n  the  seamen  which  the  right  honour- 
able    Gentleman     was      not      justified 
in     passing,     for    seamen     did    under- 
stand    when     a     ship     had     sufficient 
freeboard.    No  Report  of  this  Committee 
had  been  laid  upon   the   Table  of  the 
House,   and  they  did  not  know  really 
what  had  been  done.     The  evidence  had 
never  been  printed,  and  without  having 
had  a  proper  opportunity  of  discussing 
this   matter    the  alteration    was  to    be 
enforced.  He  hoped  the  right  honourable 
Gentleman  would  give  orders  for  that 
evidence  to  be  printed,  for  Parliament 
had  a  right  to  have  that  evidence.     The 
proposal  was  to  alter  the  load-line  to  the 
extent  of  another  six  inches,  but  it  was 
.only  vessels  of  over  350  feet  in  length 
that  were  able  to  load  to  this  extent,  and 
the   more  freeboard  the  less  cargo   she 
would   carry.     The   one   anxiety  of   the 
shipowners  was  to  carry  cargo,  but  as  far 
as  he  was  concerned  he  said,  "  Hang  the 
cargo !  "  if  it  was  a  question  of  risking 
the  lives  of  the  sailors,  which  they  ought 
to  consider  before  the  cargo.     He  would 
like  to  ask  the  right  honourable  Gentle- 
man how  many  of  this  Committee  were 
in  favour  of  the  change.     He  had   heard 
that  there  were  a  considerable  number 
of  the  members  of  the   Committee  who 
were  opposed  to  it,  and  if  the  captains, 
engineers,   and  seamen   had  been  repre- 
sented on  that  Committee   there  would 
have    been    no    change    whatever.     He 
therefore  asked  that   the   House  should 
have   an  opportunity  of   considering  the 
evidence,  and  should  have  a  day  for  the 
discussion  of  this  question.     There  was 
one  other  matter  to  which  he  desired  to 
allude.     At   North   Shields    one  of    the 
Board  of  Trade  officials  had  been  charged 
by  four  seamen  with  receiving  money  for 
providing  emplo3rment.     The  matter  had 
been  before  the  Board  of  Trade  for  some 
two  or  three  weeks,  and  as  far  as  he  could 
ascertain  at  the  present  time  no  action 
had  been  taken.  The  case  was  considered 
by  the  local  Marine  Board,  who  were  the 
responsible  parties  at  North  Shields,  and 
their  report  had  been  sent  to  the  Board 
of  Trade  in  London.     He  would  like  to 
ask  if  any  further  action  had  been  taken 
by  the  Board  of  Trade  in  the  matter.    He 
apologised  to  the  House  for  taking  up  so 
much  time,  but  really  the  shipping  ques- 

Mr,  J,  Havelock  Wilson, 


\  tion  was  such  a  big  and  important  subje  n 
i  that  thev  could  not  discuss  matters   er*> 
cerning  it  in  a  few  minutes. 

Mr.  John  WILSON  (Falkirk  Bargh^. 
called  the  attention  of  the    President    ^ 
I  the  Board  of  Trade  to  the  state    of  tbt 
'  level  crossing  at  Falkirk  on   the    Nor- 
British  Railway,  where,   during  the   1a-* 
twenty  years  the  traffic  had    increase  * 
immensely,  and  the  danger  to  the  popubt- 
tion.was   now   very  great   indeed.      Tb- 
Burgh   Council  had  taken  action    in  th< 
matter,  and  he  believed  they  had   Ijee- 
successful.     He  wished,  however,  to  hart- 
the  opinion  of  the  President  of  the  Boar  i 
of  Trade  upon  the  matter,  and   he  shonl-i 
like  the  right  honourable  Gentleman  t 
make  a  recommendation  to    the  railwiv 
company  in   question  that   greater   can: 
should  be  taken  with  regard  to  this  lev^f. 
crossing. 

Mr.    DALY    (Monaghan,     S.)     drew 
attention   to    certain    grievances    of   hi< 
constituents  arising  out  of   the    manage- 
ment and   state  of  the  Great    Northern 
Railway   of    Ireland.     He  thought    that 
there  had  been  great  neglect  of  duty  ou 
the  part  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  who  "onV 
found  out  that  the   line  of   railway    wa-> 
in  such  a  state  of  disrepair   after    such 
accidents  had  happened  as  had  happeneil 
in   Monaghan.      It  was  not   after    lives? 
were  lost  and  people  had   been    maime«i 
that  the  Board  of  Trade  should  find    out 
the  state  of  the  railway  on  which  such  an 
accident  had  occurred.     He  also    \nshed 
to  call  attention  to  another  matter  with 
regard  to  this  line  of  railway.     Great  in- 
convenience was  caused  by  the   scarcity 
of  trains.     At  one  town  there  were  only 
two  stopping  trains  a  day,  one  at   10  in 
the   morning  and  another  at   8    oclock 
at  night.     That  wad  a  shocking  state  of 
things,  having  regard  to  the  importance  of 
the  town,  and  so  far  as  he  was  able,  he 
would    keep    those    matters  before   the 
House  until  redress  was  obtained.     He 
hoped,  however,   that  he   would    obtain 
from  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Tratie 
some    promise    that     something     would 
shortly  be  done  to  remedy  the  evils   he 
complained  of. 

xMr.  STEADMAN  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Stepney)  called  attention  to  the  case  of  a 
lighterman  who  was  drowned  recently 
in  the  Thames  in  consequence  of  his  skilf 
being  swamped  by  the  wash  of  a  foreign 
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vessel.     If  the  like  happened  in  the  case  '  House  was  in  regard  to  the  offer  made  to . 
**i    H  British  vessel  in  foreign  waters,  it    bring  about  a  better  mode  ol  conciliation 
was  detained  until  a  satisfactory  settle-   in  industrial  disputes.     He  regretted  that . 
iiieiit  had  taken  place,  but  if  an  accident  |  that  offer  had  not  yet  been  carried  out, 
was  caused  by  a  foreign  vessel  trading  in  |  and  he  wished  to   know  whether  there . 
Knglish  waters  there  was   no  power  to  ;  was  any  prospect  of  further  action  being 
<ietain  the  vessel.     The  right  honourable    taken  during  the  ensuing  year  to  bring 
Iventleman  had  promised  some  legislation    about  a   better    system    of    conciliation. 
on  that  important  question,  and  he  hoped    than  existed  at  the  present  time, 
he  would  use  his  influence  to  obtain  it. 

The  honourable  Member  also  called  I  ♦The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
attention  to  the  overcrowding  of  third-  \  of  TRADE  (Mr.  Ritchie,  Croydon) :  The 
<.>la«?s  carriages  in  morning  and  evening  |  honourable  Member  for  Northampton  has 
Xrains  on  the  Metropolitan  and  Great  •  raised  questions  of  detail  which  I  hardly 
Kastern  Railways.     When  workmen  were  |  expected  to  be  raised  at  this  stage.     I  de- 


^oing  to  and  from  their  work  the  trains 
were  overcrowded  to  a  scandalous  degree. 
He  hoped  the  right  honourable  Gentle- 


sire  to  supply  the  information  asked  for, 
but  I  am  not  provided  with  it;  if  the 
honourable  Member  will  put  any  ques- 


man  would  exercise  the  power  he  had  .  tion  on  the  Paper  with  regard  to  any  of 
at  his  disposal  to  stop  such  overcrowding,  the  matters  I  will  do  the  best  I  can,  and 
which  had  become  a  public  scandal.  give  the  fullest  information  in  my  power, 

I  Like  the  honourable  Grentleman,  I  greatly 
Mr.  CHANNING  (Northamptonshire,    regret  that  the   employers  did  not  see 
E. )  desired   to    know  whether  the  right   their  way  to  adopt  some  such  method  of 
honourable  Gentleman   intended  to  take    endeavouring  to  put  a  stop  to  trade  dis- 
omy  steps  in  consequence   of   the   very    putes  as  those  which  I  originated.     The 
serious  finding  of  the   Court   of   Inquiry    employed,    I   am  glad  to  say,  showed  a 
with  regard  to  the  wreck  of  the  "  Stella,"  i  great  disposition  to  fall  in  with  the  views 
and  whether  any  recommendations  would    I  expressed,  and  to  meet  the  masters  in 
he  issued  to  the  companies  which  ran  the    the  hope  of  arriving  at  some  settlement. 
Channel     Islands     steamers.       He    also    I  hope,  at  all  events,  I  was  right  in  be- 
wished  to  know  the  number  of  inquiries    lieving  that  the  spirit  of  conciliation  in 
held  by  the  inspectors  of  the  Board  dur-    larger   matters   even   than   that   now  in 
ing  the  past  year  into  fatal   accidents  to    question   is  growing,    not   only   in    this 
individutd  railway  servants.     He  had  re-    country,  but  in  the  world  generally.     I 
peatedly  protested  against  the  distinction    shall   be  glad  to  hear  that   capital  and 
made   by  the   Board  of    Trade   between    labour  have   settled  on  some  means  by 
fatalities  in  mines  and  fatalities  among  ,  which   these   disastrous  disputes  can   be 
railway  servants,   and   he   thought  that  I  put  a  stop  to.     I  am  sorry  my  proposals 
the  two  classes  of  fatality  ought  to  be  ]  did   not  succeed,   but   I   do   not   regret 
<lealt  with  in  the  same  way.     He  thought    having  made  them.     I  know  that  when 
that  an  expert  from  the  Board   of  Trade    the  Board  of  Trade  or  myself  endeavour 
should  be  present  at   the  inquiries,  and    to  put  an  end  to  individual  disputes  or  to 
should  take  an  active  part  in  bringing  to  '  set  up  some  permanent  machinery,  and 
light  the  cause  of  the  fatalities  in  question,    are   not  successful,  those  efforts  are   re- 
He  also  expressed  a  wish  to  know  whether    garded  as  great  failures,  and  it  is  said  it 


any  steps  had  been  taken  to  increase  the 


would  have  been  better  if  we  had  not 


niimlier   of    inquiries    by   the   Board    of  ,  moved  in  the  matter.     I  do  not  share  that 
Trade  into   the  fatalities  among  railway    view.     I  am  quite  prepared  to  bear  the 


servants.  He  complained  that  the  public 
were  )eft  in  the  dark  as  to  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  sub-inspectors,  who  were 
appointed  by  Mr.  Mundella  some  years 
ago.  Their  inquiries  had,  it  was  true, 
led  to  the  better  lighting  of  goods  yards 
and  improvements  in  shunting,  but  there 
was  no  accurate  information  as  to  the 
inquiries  they  had  held  in  relation  to  the 
accidents  which  had  occurred.  A  third 
pomt  which  he  desired  to  bring  before  the 


criticism  which  has  been  passed  upon  me, 
and  I  do  not  regret  any  step  I  have 
taken.  The  honourable  Gentleman  asked 
whether  the  Board  of  Trade  was  prepared 
with  any  further  representations.  AVhen 
I  receive  the  report  with  reference  to 
railway  accidents  it  may  be  my  duty  to 
make  some  representations  to  the  railway 
companies.  As  to  the  level  crossing  to 
which  the  honourable  Member  for  Falkirk 
has  called  attention,  the  Board  of  Trade 
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(lull,  Sir  Cjinieron 
Gunter,  Colonel 
Hamilton,  lit.  Hon.  LonUieorj^e 
Heliler,  Aiij^iistus 
Hill,  Arthur  (Down,  West) 
Howortli,  Sir  Henry  Hoyle 
Hubbard,  Hon.  Evelyn 
«lolinst<)n,  ^YilliaIn  (Helfiist) 
.Johnstone,  Heywood  (Sussex) 
Jollitte,  Hon.  il.  Geor«j;e 
Kenyon-Slavney,  Col.  Williiiin 
Kes\vi(^k,  William 
Knowles,  Lees 
l^aurie,  Li^ut. -(General 
Lawrence,SirE.  1  )uniin^-(Corn 
Lecky,Ktilon  William  Edw.  H. 
Lees,  Sir  Elliott  (Birkenh»'a(l) 
Leij^li- Bennett,  Henry  Currie 
Locrkwood,  Lt.-Col.  A.  R. 
Lon<^,  Ht.  H  on.  Wal  ter(  Li  verp'l ) 
Lopes,  Henry  Yarde  Huller 
Macdona,  .John  Cuniminjr 
Maclver,  David  (Liverpool) 
M 'Arthur,  Charles  (Liverpool) 


Austin,  Sir  John  (Yorksbire) 
Beaumont,  Wentworth  ('.  B. 
Billson,  Alfred 
Bolton,  TboniJis  Dollin*; 
CaldwePJ,  James 
Causton,  Ricbanl  Kni<^bt 
Cliannin<<,  Francis  AUston 
Clark, Dr.  (i.  B.  (Caithness) 
Colville,  Jobn 
Daly,  James 
Davitt,  Miebael 
Doof^an,  P.  C. 
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M'Calmcuit,  H.  L.  B.  (Cambs.) 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn.  W.  F. 
Middlemore,JohnThrogmort'n 
MillMink,  Sir  Powlett  C.  John 
Milton,  Viscount 
Moore,  William  (Antrim,  N.) 
More,  Kbt.  .Jasper  (Shropsbire) 
Mon'ell,  (ieorge  Herbert 
Morton,  Arthr.  H.  A.(l)eptford 
Mount,  William  (ieorge 
Murray, KtHnA.Grabam(Bute 
Murray,  Charles  J.  (Coventry) 
Murray,  Col.  Wyndbam  (Batli 
Myers,  AYilliam  Henry 
Ne\vdi«^ate,  Francis  Alexander 
Nicol,  Donald  Ninian 
Northc(»te,Hon.Sir  H.  Stafford 
Pilkinj^ton,  liicbard 
Purvis,  Bol>ert 
Hank  in.  Sir  .lames 
Kentoul,  James  Alexander 
Iiicliardson,SirTbos.  ( Hartlejvl 
liickett,  .T.  Conipton 
Kitcbie,  Kt.  Hn.(;has.  Thomson 
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Foster,  Sir  Walter  (Derby  Co. 
(ioddard,  Daniel  Ford 
Holland,  Wm.  H.  (York,W.  R.) 
Horniman,  Frederick  .Jobn 
.Ione-5,  William  ((-arnarvon) 
Lawson,SirWilfrid((,'umbiand 
Macaleese,  Daniel 
M'Leod,  Jobn 

Morton,  Edw.  .J.  C  (Devonjiort 
O'Brien,  Patrick  (Kilkenny) 
Peiise,  Joseph  A.  (Nortbumb.) 
Pbilipps,  Jobn  Wynford 
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Rovds,  Clement  Molyneux 

Russell,  T.  W.  (Tyrone) 

Rutherford,  Jobn 

Ryder,  Jobn  Herl*ert  I>inBev 

Sassoon,  Sir  E<lwiLnl  AU*ert 

Simeon,  Sir  Barriii«^ton 

St4inley,HonArtliur^<  >riuskirk 

Stanley,  Lonl  (I^ine.-s) 

Sti*aus.H,  Arthur 

Strutt,  Hon.  Cbas.   He«llev 

Sturt,  Hon.  Humphrv  Najurr 

Talb..t,  I^rd  E.  (Chichester ■ 

Trevelyan,  Charleys  l^hihit-^ 

^'alentia,  V'iscount 

Wei  by,  Lieut. -Col.  A.  C\  FL 

Wentworth,  Bnice  C*.  Verii«»n- 

Wbitmore,  Cbarlej>  .\I«^er'  on 

Williams,  .Jspb.  Po\veII-(IJin:i. 

Wilson,  Jobn  (Falkirk) 

Wynilham,  (ieoi"j;e 

Younj^,  Commander(  Kerks,  K. » 

Tkllers  for  the  Ayks.  -   Sir 

William  WalronU  and   Mr. 

Anstrutber. 


Pirie,  DuncAn  V. 
Provand,  Andrew  Drybur»;li 
Rolwon,  William  Snowtlou 
Scott,  Chas.  Prestwieb  (I^i;;b) 
Shaw,  Thomas  (Hawick  18. » 
Sullivan,  Donal  (Westiiieatli* 
Wanier,  Thomas  Courteiiay  T. 
Wetlderburn,  Sir  William 
Wilson,  Jobn  (Durham,  Mid> 
Tkller-s  for  thk  Noks — Mr. 

NVeir    and    Mr.    Havelovk 

Wilson. 


Resolution  agreed  to. 


WINES   IMPORTED. 

Return  presented, — relative  thereto 
[Ordered  12th  May;  Mr,  Gold];  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.  [No. 
196,] 


ADJOURNMENT. 

Motion  made,  and  Question — 

"  That  tb is  House  do  now   adjourn.*' — (Mr. 
Balfour. ) 

Put  and  agreed  to. 

Adjourneil  accordingly  at  ten  minutes 
liefore  Twelve  of  the  clock  till 

Monday  next. 
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PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 


S 

'•j 


The  Lord  Chancellor  acquainted  the 
House  that  the  Clerk  of  the  Parliaments 
had  laid  upon  the  Table  the  Certificates 
from  the  Examiners  that  the  Standing 
Orders  applicable  to  the  following  Bills 
have  been  complied  with — 

ELECTRIC   LIGHTING   PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  1). 

ELECTRIC     LIGHTING     PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  10)  [Lords]. 

ELECTRIC  LIGHTING   PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  11)  [Lords]. 

And  also  the  certificates  that  the 
further  Standing  Orders  applicable  to 
the  following  Bills  have  been  complied 
with — 

OWEN'S    COLLEGE,    MANCHESTER 

[Lords]. 

EDINBURGH  CORPORATION. 

GATESHEAD    AND    DISTRICT    TRAM- 
WAYS. 

GOOLE  URBAN   DISTRICT  COUNCIL. 

The  same  were  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
Table. 

GREAT  GRIMSBY  STREET  TRAMWAYS 

BILL  [Lords]. 

Reported  with  Amendments. 

GLASGOW  AND  SOUTHWESTERN 
RAILWAY  BILL  [Lords]. 

The  Queen's  Consent  signified ;  and 
Bill  reported  from  the  Select  Committee 
with  Amendments. 

PAISLEY  AND    BARRHEAD   DISTRICT 
RAILWAY  BILL  [Lords]. 

Reported  from  the  Select  Committee 
with  Amendments. 

GREAT    NORTHERN    RAILWAY    BILL 

[Lords]. 

The  Queen's  Consent  signified;  and 
Bill  reported  from  the  Select  Committee 
with  Amendments. 

VOL.  LXXI.         [Fourth  Series.] 


COLONIAL    AND    FOREIGN    BANKS 
GUARANTEE  FUND  BILL  [Lords]. 

Reported  with  Amendments. 

BRIGHTON     MARINE     PALACE     AND 
PIER    BILL   [Lords]. 

Reported  with  Amendments. 

FURNESS  RAILWAY  BILL  [Lords]. 
Reported  with  Amendments. 

STRETFORD  GAS  BILL  [Lords]. 
Reported  with  Amendments. 

BRIGG  URBAN  DISTRICT  GAS  BILL. 
Reported  with  Amendments. 

TENTERDEN  RAILWAY  BILL. 
Reported  without  Amendment. 

LOWESTOFT  WATER  AND  GAS  BILL 

[Lords]. 

MOSS  SIDE  URBAN  DISTRICT  COUNCIL 
(TRAMWAYS)  BILL  [Lords]. 

STRETFORD  URBAN   DISTRICT  COUN- 
CIL (TRAMWAYS)  BILL  [Lords]. 

WITHINGTON  URBAN  DISTRICT  COUN- 
CIL  (TRAMWAYS)  BILL  [Lords]. 

Committee  to  meet  to-morrow. 

YORKE  ESTATE  BILL  [Lords]. 
Read  2« 

VALE  OF  GLAMORGAN  RAILWAY 

BILL. 

Read  3^,  and  passed. 

WICK  AND  PULTENEY  HARBOURS 
BILL  [Lords]. 

ST.  NEOTS  WATER  BILL  [Lords]. 

BURY  CORPORATION  WATER  BILL 

[Lords]. 

MERSEY  DOCKS  AND  HARBOUR  BOARD 
(PILOTAGE)  BILL  [Lords]. 

MERSEY  DOCKS  AND  HARBOUR  BOARD 
(FINANCE)  BILL  [Lords]. 

Read  3^,  and  passed,  and  sent  to  the 
Commons. 

CHURCH  STRETTON  WATER  BILL 

[Lords]. 

Read    3' ;    amendments    made ;     Bill 
passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

HUBiBER  CONSERVANCY  BILL 

[Lords]. 

U 
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BEXHILL  AND  ST.   LEONARDS   TRAM-  I  EDUCATION     DEPARTMENT      PROVI- 


ROADS  BILL  [Lords]. 

Read  3^,  and  passed,  and  sent  to  the 
Commons. 

BUBLEY-INWHARFEDALE  URBAN 
DISTRICT  WATER  BILL. 

Read  3",  with  the  amendments;  a 
further  amendment  made;  Bill  passed, 
and  returned  to  the  Commons. 

NUNEATON  AND  CHILVERS  COTON 
URBAN  DISTRICT  COUNCIL  WATER 
BILL. 

WOODHOUSE    AND    CONISBROUGH 
RAILWAY  (ABANDONMENT)  BILL. 

Read  3**,  with  the  amendments,  and 
passed,  and  returned  to  the  Commons. 

REDDITCH  GAS  BILL. 

WEST  MIDDLESEX  WATER  BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  1*; 
.and  referred  to  the  Examiners. 

WALLASEY  TRAMWAYS  AND  IM- 
PROVEMENT  BILL  [Lords]. 

Returned  from  the  Commons  agreed 
to,  with  amendments :  The  said  amend- 
ments considered,  and  agreed  to. 

ELECTRIC     LIGHTING     PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  1)  BILL. 

To  be  read  2^  to-morrow.  {The  Earl 
of  Dudley.) 

ELECTRIC     LIGHTING     PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  10)  BILL  [Lords]. 

To  be  read  2*  to-morrow. 

ELECTRIC     LIGHTING     PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  11)  BILL  [Lords]. 

To  be  read  2*  to-morrow. 

PRIVATE  AND  PROVISIONAL  ORDER 
CONFIRMATION    BILLS. 

Ordered,  That  Standing  Orders  Nos. 
92  and  93  be  suspended ;  and  that  the 
time  for  depositing  Petitions  praying  to 
be  heard  against  Private  and  Provisional 
Order  Confirmation  Bills,  which  would 
otherwise  expire  during  the  adjournment 
of  the  House  at  Whitsuntide,  be  extended 
to  the  first  day  on  which  the  House  shall 
sit  after  the  Recess. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT  PRoVl- 
SIGNAL  ORDER  CONFIRMATION 
(LONDON)  BILL  [Lords]. 

Read  2*  (according  to  order). 


SIGNAL     ORDER     CONFIRMATION 
(LIVERPOOL)  BILL  [Lords]. 

Read  2*  (according  to  order). 

WESTON  -  SUPER  -  MARE,  CLEVEDON, 
AND  PORTISHEAD  TRAMWAYS 
COMPANY  (LIGHT  RAILWAY  EX- 
TENSIONS) BILL  [Lords]. 

Report  from  the  Committee  of  Selec- 
tion, That  the  Lord  Raglan  be  proposed 
to  the  House  as  a  Member  of  the  Select 
Committee  in  the  place  of  the  Earl  of 
Denbigh.     Read  and  agreed  to. 

WATERMEN'S     AND     LIGHTERMEN'S 
ACTS  AMENDMENT  BILL  [Lords]. 

Report  from  the  Committee  of  Selec- 
tion, That  the  Lord  Raglan  be  proposed 
to  the  House  as  a  Member  of  the  Select 
Committee  in  the  place  of  the  Earl  of 
Denbigh.     Read,  and  agreed  to. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  dc. 


ARMY  (PAY,  &€,). 

List  of  exceptions  to  Army  Regulations 
as  to  pay,  non-effective  pay,  and  allow- 
ances sanctioned  during  the  year  ended 
31st  March  1899. 

CROFTERS'  HOLDINGS  (SCOTLAND) 
ACTS,  1886-87. 

Report  by  Crofters  Commission,  being 
for  the  year  ended  31st  December  1898. 

DUBLIN  METROPOLITAN  POLICE. 
Statistical  tables  for  the  year  1898. 

BOARD  OF  AGRICULTURE. 

Agricultural  returns  for  Great  Britain, 
showing  the  acreage  and  produce  of  crops, 
prices  of  corn,  with  agricultural  statistics 
for  the  United  Kingdom,  British  posses- 
sions, and  foreign  countries,  1898. 
Presented  (by  Command),  and  ordered  to 
lie  on  the  Table. 

MEDWAY  CONSERVANCY. 

Statement  of  Receipts  and  Expenditure 
for  the  year  ended  25th  March,  1899. 
Delivered  (pursuant  to  Act),  and  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  Table. 
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INTOXICATING  LIQUORS. 

Petition  against  the  sale  of,  on  Sundays ; 
— Of  the  inhabitants  of  Aylesbury  and 
elsewhere,  in  the  County  of  Buckingham ; 
re^id,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

MUNICIPAL  CORPORATION  (BOROUGH 
FUNDS)  ACT,  1872. 

Petition  for  Amendment  of ; — Of  the 
Northfleet  Urban  District  Council ;  read, 
And  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

PREVENTION    OF   CORRUPTION   BILL 

[LohIh]. 

Petition  in  favour  of  ; — Of  the  Members 
of  the  Home  and  Foreign  Produce  Ex- 
change, Limited ;  read,  and  ordered  to  lie 
on  the  Table. 


BILL  INTRODUCED, 


MARRIAGES  VALIDITY  BILL  [Lords]. 

A  Bill  to  validate  certain  marriages 
was  presented  by  the  Lord  Bishop  of 
London ;  read  1" ;  and  to  be  printed. 
(No.  90.) 


PREVENTION    OF   CORRUPTION  BILL 

[LohIh]. 

To  be  read  2«,  on  Tuesday  the  6th  of 
June  next. 

SOLICITORS  BILL  [Lords]. 

Commons  Amendments,  to  be    consid- 
ered To  morrow. 


QUESTIONS. 


RECRUITING  FOR  THE  ARMY  AND 

MILITIA. 

The  Earl  of  WEMYSS:  My  Lords, 
I  rise  to  call  attention  to  an  order  issued 
from  the  Horse  Guards,  commanding  the 
sergeant-instructors  of  the  Volunteer 
Force  to  recruit  for  the  Army  and 
Militia,  under  penalty  of  dismissal  unless 
this  order  is  zealously  obeyed.  To 
enable  your  Lordships  to  clearly  under- 
stand the  position,  it  is  necessary  that  I 
should  go  back  to  the  state  of  things 
existing  when  Volunteering  first  began  in 
1859.  The  only  inducement  to  Volim- 
teering  then   was  that    if    a    volunteer 


serving  under  the  old  Act  of  George  III. 
lost  a  Teg  or  an  arm,  he  had  the  benefit 
of  Chelsea  Hospital,  and  if  he  was  killed 
there  was  a  pension  for  his  ^nfe.     Your 
Lordships  will  recognise  the  wholesome 
element  of   patriotism  which    animated 
the  Volunteer  Force  in  the  early  days  of 
the    movement.       Volunteers    patiently 
bore  expenses  of  all  kinds,  including  the 
cost  of  uniform,  accoutrements,  drill  ser- 
geants,   drill    grounds,   ranges,    targets, 
armouries,    armour,  headquaiters,  adver- 
tising, postage,  stationery,  and  travelling 
expenses.     The  State  did  little  or  nothing 
for  the  Volunteers,  except  give  them  the 
rifie  of  the  day — the  Snider — and  from 
private    sources  'no    less    a    sum    than 
£1,500,000  had  been  expended   patriot- 
ically  by  the  Volunteers  and  their  friends 
in  aid  of  the  public  service.     The  state 
of  our  defences  was  such  that  we  all  felt 
the  desirability   of    something  stronger 
being  done.     The  subject  was  raised  in 
the  House  of  Commons  in  1861,   and  a 
Commission  appointed.     The  Commission 
reported  in  favour  of  help  being  given  to 
the  Volunteer  Force,  this  help  taking  the 
form  of  a  capitation  grant  and  the  pay- 
ment of  sergeants.    These  sergeants  were 
appointed  solely  for  the  service  of  the 
Volunteers,  and  their  num]3er  was  in  pro- 
portion to  the  men   with  •  whom    they 
had   to  deal  and   to  drill.      What    has 
happened  ?  If  it  is  true  that  the  Order  to 
which  I  refer  in  my  question  has  been 
issued,  and  that  these  sergeants  are  em- 
ployed in  recruiting  for   tne  Army  and 
Militia,  all  I   can  say  is   that  assuredly 
such  employment  had  not   been  present 
to  the  mind  of  the  authorities  of  the  War 
Office  when  the  duties  of  these   officers 
were  first  imposed.     Under  what  power 
this    Order  is  issued   I   do    not   Know. 
When  the  Act   of  1863  was  passed,  the 
Noble  Ehike  the  Lord  President  of    the 
Council   was  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
j  and  it  was  clearly  understood  then  that 
these  men  were  appointed  for  the  Volun- 
teer Service,   and    the     Act     contained 
nothing  which  was  intended  in  any  way 
to  interfere  w^ith  the  position  or  status  of 
that  force.      But  this  Order  has  gone 
out,  and  remonstrances  have  been  made 
against  it.     It  has  been  pointed  out  that 
the    Volunteer    staflF   at    present    is  in- 
sufficient in  many  cases  to  discharge  its 
proper    duty.      The     Volunteer    Force 
imder     these     circumstances     natui-ally 
suffers  in  its  efficiency.     I  have  a  letter 
here      from     the     Commander-in-Chief, 
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in  which  it  is  stated  that  recniiting 
for  the  Army  and  Militia  forms 
an  integral  part,  and  a  very  important 
party^f  the  duty  of  these  sergeants.  I 
venture  to  say,  my  Lords,  that  to  make 
recruiting  an  integral  part  of  the  duty  of 
these  sergeant-instructors  is  a  perversion 
of  the  intention  of  Parliament.  The 
letter  from  the  Commander-in-Chief  con- 
tinues : 

"If  the  Staff-sergeants  fail  in  obtaining 
recruits.  Lord  Wolseley  is  prepared  to  take 
steps  for  their  removal,  and  their  replacement 
by  others  who  will  at  least  make  every  effort 
compatible  with  their  other  duties  to  raise 
recruits.  The  Commander-in-Chief  will  also 
look  to  the  Adjutants  of  these  corps  in  future 
taking  a  larger  part  in  enforcing  and  stimu- 
lating this  operation." 

A  question  was  asked  as  to  which  of  the 
duties  were  to  have  priority,  and  if  the 
sergeants  were  to  do  double  duty — their 
duty  as  sergeants  of  the  Volunteer  force 
and  their  duty  as  recruiting  officers. 
The  answer  was  that  no  priority  of 
importance  could  be  assigned  to  the 
duties  attached  to  non  -  commissioned 
officers  of  the  permanent  staff. 

♦The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (The  Marquess  of  Lansdowne)  : 
From  what  is  the  noble  Lord  quoting  1 

The  Earl  of  WEM YSS  :  I  am  quoting 
from  one  of  these  letters. 

♦The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  : 
One  of  which  letters  ?  Who  signed  that 
letter  ? 

The  Earl  of  WEMYSS  :  The  letter 
is  signed  by  Colonel  Fludyer,  commanding 
the  Home  District.  I  can  assure  the  noble 
Marquess  that  it  is  all  right.  My  noble 
friend  does  not  appear  to  like  it.  Then 
it  was  asked  whether  the  instructors  were 
to  recruit  from  the  Volunteers,  and  the 
answer  was  that  they  were  not  to  recruit 
from  their  own  regiments.  A  case  was 
brought  under  my  notice  where  a  sergeant 
who  ought  to  have  been  on  parade  was 
away,  having  been  ordered  to  go  to  a 
district  five  miles  off  to  recruit  for  the 
Army  and  Militia.  When  these  staff- 
sergeants  were  appointed  they  were  ap- 
pointed for  the  benefit  of  the  Volunteers, 
and  I  wish  to  give  the  House  only  a  short 
and  simple  statement  of  facts  without 
comment.  In  the  view  of  a  great 
military  authority — not  the  Commander- 
in-Chief — the  Volunteers  are  acting  con- 

Earl  of  fFemyss, 


trary  to  discipline  in  bringing  their 
grievances  before  Parliament.  But  to 
take  that  view  is  to  ignore  the  whole 
principle  of  Volunteering,  which  is,  that 
the  volunteers,  when  not  on  military 
duty,  retain  all  their  civil  rights.  I  have 
always  held  that  when  Volunteers  are  no 
longer  on  military  duty  they  retain  their 
civS  rights,  one  of  which  my  noble  friend 
tried  to  take  from  them  by  a  Bill  last 
year  or  the  year  before.  I  therefore  feel 
quite  justified  in  bringing  before  the 
House  a  matter  materially  affecting  the 
force  with  which  I  have  been  so  long 
connected,  and  to  which  I  am  proud  still 
to  belong. 

♦The  Marquess  of  LANSD0\\^E: 
My  Lords,  I  am  afraid  that  what  the 
noble  Earl  on  the  cross  benches  calls  a 
short  and  simple  statement  of  facts 
requires  a  good  deal  of  correction.  It  i* 
quite  evident  from  the  tenor  of  his  speech 
that  he  is  under  the  impression  that  some 
entirely  new  departure  has  been  made  in 
regard  to  the  employment  of  these 
sergeant  -  instructors  of  Volunteers  on 
recruiting. 

The  Earl  of  WEMYSS :  A  departure 
from  the  original  intention. 

♦The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE :  I 
think  the  noble  Earl  hinted  that  the 
change  had  been  made  during  my  ad- 
ministration. 

The  Earl  of  WEMYSS  :  No. 

♦The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE : 
I  will  tell  the  House  what  are  the  present 
Volunteer  regulations  on  this  subject,  and 
I  will  show  how  little  they  differ  from  the 
regulations  to  which  the  noble  Earl  has 
been  accustomed  for  a  great  many  years- 
past.  Under  the  present  regulations, 
dated  1896,  it  is  laid  down  that  the 
principal  duty  of  an  instructor  is  to  attend 
to  the  drill  and  instruction  of  the  corps  to 
which  he  is  posted.  That  deals  with  the 
question  of  priority  of  duty,  upon  which 
the  noble  Earl  waxed  so  eloquent.  It  is 
also  laid  down  that  sergeant-instructors 
will  be  required  to  perform  such  military 
duties  as  may  be  directed  by  the  district 
officer  commanding ;  and  that  every 
sergeant-instructor  is  to  have  it  explained 
to  him  that  he  is  liable  for  duties  of  this 
kind.  The  noble  Earl  thinks  this  is  a 
recent  invention. 
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The  Karl  of  WEMYSS  :  Comparar 
lively. 

♦The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  : 
I  do  not  know  what  the  noble  EarPs  idea 
of  a  comparatively  recent  invention  may 
he,  but  I  am  sure  he  recollects  the  Com- 
mittee presided  over  by  Sir  Patrick 
MacDoueall,  who  prepared  the  mobili- 
zation scheme  when  His  Royal  Highness 
was  in  chief  command  of  the  Army.  That 
Oonunittee  sat  in  1872,  and  it  was  pro- 
posed by  the  Committee  that — 

"  The  Colonel  of  any  sub-district  will  snper- 

intend  and  direct the  recruiting 

service  for  the  Line  and  Militia  Battalions  <3 

his  brigade and  for  such  service 

he  will  direct  the  employment  of  the  officers 

&nd  N.C.O.'Hof  thedeuot as  well 

•an  of  the  adjutants  ana  sergeant-instructors  of 
Kiile  Volunteers,  within  the  sub-district,  as  he 
jiiay  see  fit." 

That  was  the  recommendation  of  the 
MacDougall  Committee,  and  in  the  follow- 
ing year — 1873 — general  regulations  were 
issued  to  all  officers  commanding  regi- 
mental districts,  under  which  the  officer 
<;ommanding  the  brigade  depdt  was  to 
have  at  his  disposal  for  recruiting  pur- 
poses, amongst  others,  the  adjutants  and 
sergeant-instructors  of  Rifle  Volunteers. 
How,  ^vith  his  knowledge  of  the  Volunteer 
force  and  its  history,  tne  noble  Earl  can 
find  it  possible  to  say  that  the  idea  of 
•employing  these  instructors  in  this  way 
never  entered  into  the  heads  of  the  War 
Office  passes  my  comprehension. 

The  Earl  of  WEMYSS :  I  said  it 
never  entered  into  the  heads  of  those  who 
first  appointed  these  instructors. 

♦The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE : 
I  must  remind  the  noble  Lord  that  the 
regulations  to  which  he  has  referred  have 
been  in  force  for  more  than  twenty-five 
years,  and  I  believe  they  have  never  been 
objected  to  until  tOKiay  by  the  noble 
Lord,  with  all  his  knowledge  of  the 
Volunteer  force.  Now  what  are  the  facts  1 
The  Inspector-General  of  Recruiting  ob- 
served that  in  the  Home  District,  or 
rather  a  part  of  the  Home  District — the 
London  portion  of  it — there  was  almost  a 
complete  failure  of  these  sergeant-instruc- 
tors to  obtain  recruits.  The  figures  are 
so  remarkable  that  I  will  state  them  to 
your  Lordships.  In  this  part  of  the  Home 
District,  there  are  135  of  these  sergeant- 
instructors,  and  they  produced  among 
them  last  year  the  magnificent  total  of 


36  recruits.  Of  these  19  were  collected 
by  a  single  sergeant,  so  that  17  recruits 
were  gained  by  134  sergeants-instructors, 
whose  duty  it  was,  under  the  Volunteer 
Regulations,  to  assist  in  recruiting.  The 
Inspector-General  of  Recruiting  called, 
very  properly,  the  attention  of  the 
General  Officer  Commanding  the  District 
to  this  matter,  so  that  inquiries  might  be 
made  on  the  subject,  and  I  think  a  more 
legitimate  course  of  proceeding  could  not 
possibly  be  followed.  In  reply  to  that, 
the  commanding  officer  stated  very  clearly 
and  frankly  the  objections  of  colonels  of 
Volunteer  battalions  to  having  their 
sergeants  employed  as  recruiters.  They 
saia  it  took  tnem  away  from  their  work 
and  made  them  mix  with  a  class  of  the 
population  from  which  the  recruits  for  the 
Regular  Army  were  drawn,  and  a  class 
which  it  was  undesirable  they  should 
enter  amongst.  The  Inspector-General  of 
Recruiting  replied  that  if  these  arguments 
were  to  prevail,  no  recruits  could  be 
obtained  in  any  part  of  the  United  King- 
dom by  the  members  of  the  permanent 
staff  of  the  Volunteers,  which  at  present 
raises  every  year  something  like  from 
4,000  to  6,000  recruits.  We  certainly  are 
not  prepared  to  forego  that  source  of 
supply  merely  because  the  work  of  re- 
cruiting happens  to  be  a  little  unpopular 
with  these  sergeants  in  the  London  Dis- 
trict. The  General  Officer  Commanding 
the  Home  District  was  told  that  if  the 
sergeant-instructors  could  not  succeed  in 
getting  a  better  average  than  one-eighth 
of  a  recruit  apiece  the  Commander-in- 
Chief  would  endeavour  to  find  other 
sergeant-instructors  with  a  greater  apti- 
tude for  recruiting.  The  Commander-in- 
Chief  was  within  his  right  in  giving  that 
warning.  I  have  shown  your  Lordships 
that  this  duty  of  recruiting  has  for  more 
than  twenty-five  years  been  part  of  the 
regular  duty  of  these  sergeants;  I  have 
shown  you  that  the  duty  was  not  ade- 
quately performed  by  the  sergeants  in  the 
London  District ;  and  I  must  say  I  think 
the  Inspector-General  would  have  failed 
in  his  duty  had  he  not  taken  notice  of 
this  matter.  But  when  I  say  that,  I  do 
not  wish  for  one  moment  to  suggest  that 
we  should  have  any  right  to  ^e  these 
non-commissioned  officers  away  from  the 
work  of  the  corps  to  which  they  are 
attached,  and  which,  of  course,  has  the 
first  call  upon  their  time.  I  ^w  the 
other  day  a  letter  from  a  well-known 
colonel  of    Volunteers,   whose  language 
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seems  to  me  to  very  correctly  summarise 
the  proper  view  of  this  matter.  He 
writes  :— 

"  In  common  with  every  colonel  of  Volun- 
teers, I  am  anxious  to  do,  and  to  allow  the 
Adjittailt  and  permanent  staff  to  do,  anything 
which  is  possible  •  to  popularise  the  Regular 
Army,  and  to  ohtain  recruits  for  it,  consis- 
tently with  the  interest  of  the  unit  committed 
to  one's  charge." 

That  is  exactly  our  point  of  view,  and 
it  seems  to  me  a  reasonable  one.  That 
is  all  we  ask.  We  recognise  that  the 
principal  duty  of  the  permanent  staff  is 
with  their  own  corps,  but  we  believe  it  is 
compatible  with  the  discharge  of  that 
duty  that  they  should  help  the  Regular 
Army  to  the  best  of  their  ability  in 
obtaining  recruits. 


♦The  Duke  of  NORTHUMBER- 
LAND :  My  Lords,  I  had  the  honour  of 
commanding  a  Volunteer  corps  from  the 
year  1866  oown  to  five  years  ago,  and 
therefore  I  can  remember  the  state  of 
things  which  existed  before  1872.  It  is 
perfectly  true  that  this  system  of  em- 
ploying non-commissioned  officers  for 
recruiting  has  been  in  force  since  the 
year  1872,  but  as  far  as  I  know  it  has 
always  been  objected  to  by  officers  com- 
manding the  Volunteers,  and  what  I  am 
saying  now  applies  equally  to  the  Militia. 
The  same  policy  has  been  pursued  in 
regard  to  the  Militia,  and  has  been  con- 
stantly objected  to.  Although  the  system 
dates  back  to  1872,  it  was  a  very  different 
thing  then  to  what  it  has  recently  become. 
The  pressure  has  been  gradually  greater 
and  greater  upon  commanding  officers  to 
allow  their  non-commissionea  officers  of 
the  permanent  staff  to  be  employed  in 
recruiting  service.  Commanding  officers 
find  that  in  order  to  maintain  the 
efficiency  of  their  corps  they  require  the 
full  time  of  their  non-commissioned 
officers,  and  I  deprecate,  as  I  have  always 
deprecated,  the  constant  effort  of  the  War 
Office  to  try  and  make  one  and  the  same 
person  perform  two  incompatible  duties. 
It  is  very  cheap ;  it  is  no  doubt  admirable 
from  the  recruiting  point  of  view ;  but  it 
is  fatal  to  the  Reserve  Forces.  If  it  is 
the  wish  of  the  War  Office  that  either  the 
Militia  or  the  Volunteers  should  be  in  a 
proper  state  of  strength  and  efficiency,  it 
is,  in  my  judgment,  absolutely  necessary 
that  they  should  secure  to  the  command- 
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ing  officers  of  corps  the  full  control  of  the 
non-commissioned    officers    of     the    per- 
manent staff.     It  must  be  admitted,  I 
think,   by  all  who  have  ever  been    con- 
nected with  the  Militia  or  the  Volunteer* 
that  admirable  as  no  doubt  the  oflGicers  of 
these  corps  are,  and  admirable  as  is    the 
material  of  which  the  private  is  made,  the 
weak  point  in  them  is  the  Volunteer  non- 
commissioned officer.     It  is  not,  I  think, 
his  own  fault  altogether.     It   ia    largely 
owing  to  the  circumstances  of  the  case  ; 
but  to  whatever  it  may  be  due,  every 
commanding    officer    to    whom     I    have 
spoken     has     experienced    difficulty    in 
coping  with  Volunteer  non-commissioned 
officers.   Therefore  it  is  doubly  important 
that    he    should     have    a     good     and 
efficient  permanent  staff  under  his  control. 
It  is  upon  them  he  must  rely  to  a  very 
great  extent  for  the    efficiency   of    his 
battalion.       The    noble    Marquess     the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War   said   it  wa« 
hardly   to    be  expected    that   the   War 
Office    should     modify    its     regulations 
because  recruiting  happened  to   be   un- 
popular with  these  officers.     But  he  mu8t 
remember  that  if  you  make  the  Volunteer 
or  the  Militia  Service  unpopular  with  the 
non-commissioned  officers  of  the    Army, 
you  will  not  get   the  best  men  for   the 
position,  and  great  difficulty  is  experienced 
now  in  getting  the  best  men  from  the 
regiment  to  join  the  staffs  of  the  Militia 
and  Volunteers.     It  has   long  been   my 
opinion  that  both  the  Militia  and  Volun- 
teer Forces  have  suffered  very  severely 
from  this  cheese-paring  policy  of  trying 
to  get  recruiting  service  out  of  men  who 
are  really  employed,  or  ought  to  be  em- 
ployed,  on  a  totally  different  service,  and 
thereby  crippling  the  efficiency,  of  the  non- 
commissioned   officer,   and    complicating 
the  whole  system.     I  believe  nothing  can 
be    done    which    would    more    improve 
the  Militia  and  Volunteer  Forces  than  a 
reversal  of  this  system. 


The  Earl  of  W^EM YSS  :  We  have 
got  from  my  noble  friend,  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  at  any  rate  a  clear  ex- 
pression of  opinion  that  recruiting  is  a 
secondary  duty.  However,  I  think  we 
ou^ht  to  show  some  consideration  to  my 
noble  friend  in  this  matter,  because  the 
War  Office  are  at  their  wits'  end  to  get 
men.  I  find  that  a  boy  of  13  enlisted 
six  times  in  six  regiments  and  is  counted 
in  the  Estimates  as  six  men. 
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♦The  Earl  of  ABERDEEN  (Viscount 
GrORDOX) :  My  Lords,  I  rise  to  ask 
Her  Majesty's  Government  whether,  in 
view  of  the  importance  of  an  under- 
standing being  arrived  at  between  Her 
Majesty's  Government  and  the  Govern- 
ments of  Canada  and  of  the  Australian 
Colonies,  with  reference  to  the  proposed 
Pacific  cable,  Her  Majesty's  Government 
will  hQ  disposed  to  reconsider  some  of  the 
stipulations  recently  set  forth  by  them  in 
relation  to  the  scheme.  My  question  is 
"^expressed  in  a  somewhat  guarded  and 
condensed  manner,  and  therefore  I  hope 
your  Lordship  mil  not  consider  it  out  of 
place  if  I  add  just  a  word  or  two  by  way 
of  explanation.  Your  Lordships  will 
have  observed  that  in  the  year  1896  a 
Committee  was  appointed  to  consider  the 
question  of  the  Pacific  Cable.  It  was  a 
very  strong  and  representative  Committee, 
as  its  constitution  shows,  and  anyone 
reading  the  Report  %nll  at  once  see  that 
the  members  of  the  Committee  were  en- 
tirely in  favour  of  carrying  out  the 
Pacific  Cable.  Various  recommendations 
are,  of  course,  given  as  to  the  methods  to 
be  adopted,  but  the  Committee  are  favour- 
able to  the  proposal.  On  August  29, 
1898,  the  Premiers  of  New  South  Wales, 
Victoria,  and  Queensland  agreed  that  if 
Great  Britain  and  Canada  paid  five-ninths 
and  New  Zealand  one-ninth,  New  South 
Wales,  Queensland,  and  Victoria  would 
contribute  one-ninth  each.  New  Zealand 
practically  complied  with  that  proposal  in 
giving  their  one-ninth.  In  December, 
1898,  the  following  message  was  received 
from  Canada  approving  of  the  proposal 
alluded  to  in  the  Australian  telegram : — 

"  Am  aathori»ed  to  inform  Mr.  Chaiulierlaiii 
that  the  Canadian  Government  will  j^ladly  join 
Imperial  Government  in  contributing  each  a 
halt  of  five-ninths  for  Pacific  cable  provided 
AuAtralian  Coloniei)  contribute  remainmg  four- 
ninths." 

In  consequence  of  these  communications, 
a  letter  was  sent  to  the  Agents-General 
for  the  Australian  Colonies  and  the  High 
Commissioner  for  Canada  by  the  Colonial 
(Mce.  This  is  an  exceedingly  important 
letter.  It  gives  the  views  otf  Her 
Majesty's  Grovemraent  upon  the  Pacific 
cable,  and  states  what  they  are  prepared 
to  do ;  but  I  should  like  to  remark  that 
before  this  authorised  statement  appeared 
there  was  an  announcement,  which  nad  all 
the  appearance  of  being  authentic,  which 


stated  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
had  decided  to  do  something  considerably 
more  than  they  really  had  decided  to  do, 
and  this  more  favourable  announcement 
was  greeted  with  unanimous  approval  not 
only  by  the  Colonies  concerned  but  by 
the  British  Press  generally.  In  the  letter 
to  which  I  have  referred  it  is  stated  that, 
in  the  opinion  of  Her  Majesty's  Gt)vern- 
ment,  the  construction  of  a  Pacific  cable 
was  a  matter  of  much  greater  importance 
to  Australia  and  Canada  than  to  the 
United  Kingdom,  but  it  also  remarked 
that  the  success  of  the  project  cannot  fail 
to  promote  Imperial  unity.  I  venture  to 
submit  that  anything  which  supports 
Imperial  unity  is  of  very  practical  conse- 
quence, though  in  an  indirect  sense 
perhaps,  to  the  central  portion  of  the 
Empire.  Moreover,  there  is  no  allusion 
in  this  letter  to  another  important  feature 
of  the  cable — namely,  that  it  would  pro- 
vide an  all-British  line  of  telegraphic 
communication.  I  think  the  significance 
and  importance  of  that,  from  a  strategical 
point  of  view,  is  obvious.  Canada  and  the 
other  Colonies  have  often  been  exhorted 
to  do  their  part  in  contributing  to  the 
defence  of  the  Empire,  and  so  forth.  I 
think  the  active  part  they  propose  to  take 
in  this  cable  is  an  indirect  contribution  to 
what  will  be  of  great  value  in  military 
organisation.  Then  we  come  to  the  con- 
ditions upon  which  a  certain  measure  of 
support  will  be  given  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  The  letter  states  that  the 
Government  are  prepared  to  offer 

"For  a  period  not  exceeding  20  year»,  an 
annual  subsidy  not  exceeding  a  maximum 
lunit  of  £20,000  in  any  one  year." 

There  are  several  other  conditions,  and 
the  feeling  on  the  part  of  Canada  and  of 
the  Australian  Colonies,  so  far  as  I  have 
been  able  to  ascertain  it,  is  that  these 
conditions  are  extremely  stringent,  and 
consequently  have  created  great  disap- 
pointment. Another  condition  of  the 
Government's  contribution  is  that  the 
cable  must  be  in  accordance  with  specifi- 
cation, and  samples  to  be  approved  by 
the  Treasury,  and  to  the  satisfaction,  and 
80  forth,  of  the  Treasury,  and  to  be 
effectually  worked  with  a  sufficient  staff 
who  must  he  British  subjects.  The 
condition  as  to  the  employment  of  British 
subjects  is  an  indirect  indication  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  do  recognise 
the  importance  of  a  British  cable  under 
absolutely  British  control.  But  the  point 
is  that  it  is  diflicult  for  Canada  and  the 
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Australian  Colonies  to  estimate  what  they 
would  be    liable  for   under  this    stipu- 
lation.      Your     Lordships     know     that 
the  cost  of  the  cable   will  largely  de- 
pend   on  the  number   of  words   which 
it  is  to  be  capable    of    conveying    per 
minute,  and  obviously  it  is  very  desirable 
to  have  a  cable  capable  of  rapid  trans- 
mission ;   but,  at  the  same   time,  if  Her 
Majesty's  Government  lay  so  much  stress 
on  the  efficiency  of  the  cable  in  that  re- 
spect, one  would  think   they  might  give 
further  encouragement  to  secure  that  the 
cable  should  be  of  the  highest  possible 
efficiency.     There  are  several  other  condi- 
tions which  seem  to  me  extremely  severe. 
For  instance,  the  Government  insists  that 
all  rates  charged   to  the  general  public 
shall  be  approved  by  the  Treasury.      At 
first  sight  that  might  seem  for  the  protec- 
tion of  the  public,  but  when  we  think  of 
the    delicate     questions     in     regard    to 
possible  competition    I    am  afraid   this 
clause    might  have  a  hampering  effect, 
and  perhaps  make  it  more  difficult  for  the 
Governments    concerned    to    raise    such 
loans  as  they  might  wish  to  raise  for  the 
purpose  of  carrying  out  this  project.     We 
all  know  the  damaging  effect  of  too  many 
restrictions  being  imposed  upon  the  con- 
tribution contemplated   by  the   Govern- 
ment.    I  am  afraid   that   an   impression 
may    be    created    that     Her    Majesty's 
Government  do  not  regard   the  project 
with  that  confidence  which  we  had  hoped 
for,  and   that  therefore  it  may   not   be 
carried  out  with  such  facility  as  is  desir- 
able.    The  principle  of  giving  some  con- 
tribution  having   been    contemplated,    I 
cannot  help  thinking  that  it  would  be  a 
perfectly  safe  and  reasonable   course  for 
the  Government  to  have  gone  a  little 
further,   not    merely  as  to  the  amount, 
but  as  the  manner  in  which  their  aid  is 
offered.    It  is  well  known  that  the  feeling 
of  Canada  and  of  the  Australian  Colonies 
towards  the  Mother  Country  is  of  an  ex- 
cellent character,  and  it  would  be  a  great 
pity  if  anything  were  done  which  would 
check  their  confident  expectations  regard- 
ing the  readiness  of  the  Government  to 
meet  them  at  least  half  way  in  such  an 
undertaking  as  this,   which  is  obviously 
either    directly    or     indirectly    for    the 
benefit  of    the  Empire  at   large.      The 
attitude  of  Her   Majesty's  Grovemment, 
hitherto  as  expressed  through  the  Colonial 
Office  and  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  has  been  eminently  one  to  en- 
courage and  foster  the  desirable  state  of 

Earl  of  Aberdeen. 


feeling  to  which  I  have  alluded,  and  I 
hope  it  may  be  possible  for  Her  Majeetj  s 
Government  to  still  further  strengthen 
the  ties  between  the  Colonies  and  our- 
selves, and  help  forward  this  great  scheme 
by  relaxing  something  of  the  stringency 
of  the  conditions  upon  which  the  subfiidy 
is  offered. 

♦The     under     SECRETARY     of 
STATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES  (the  Eari 
of  Selborne)  :  My  Lords,  the  noble  Earl 
has  criticisea  the  letter  announcing  the 
decision  of  Her   Majesty's  Grovemment 
upon  this  subject,  but  I  assure  him  that 
there  was  no  intention  in  the  letter  either 
of  throwing  cold  water  on  a  project  of 
such  great  public  interest,  or  of  convey- 
ing the  decision  in  a  manner  which  would 
seem  to  be  ungracious.     Government  de- 
partments   are     constantly    striving    to 
formulate  their  proposals  in  letters  which 
shall  not  appear  to  be  ungracious,  but  I 
am  aware  that  they  are  constantly  finding 
that  they  fail  in  that  attempt.     The  point 
raised  has  been  a  good  deal  discussed  in 
the  Press,  and,  somewhat  to  my  surprise, 
particular  stress  has  been  laia  on   that 
paragraph  of  the  letter  which  states  that 
the  construction  of  this  cable  is  a  matter 
of  greater  importance  to  Australia  and 
Canada  than   to  the  United   Kingdom. 
Now,  my  Lords,  surely  the  two  proposals 
are   not  incompatible.     It  may  be  per- 
fectly true  at  one  and  the  same  time  that 
a  project  such  as  this  may  be  of  great 
general  interest  to  the  Empire,  and  also 
that  it  may  have  greater  importance  to 
specific  portions  of  the  Empire.     I  think 
that  what  was  meant  to  be  expressed  in 
this  paragraph  states  no  more  than  the 
fact.      It  is  open  to  anyone  who  reads 
this  letter  to  form  his  own  opinion  as  to 
whether  the  particular  form  of  proposal 
which  the  Government  have  made  is  the 
best  or  not  in  the  circumstances,  but  I  do 
not  think  that  anyone  who  really  under- 
stands the  proposal  in  its  financial  aspect 
can  say  that  it  is  ungenerous,  because  it 
is  nothing  more  or  less  than  an  offer  to 
bear  the  full  share  of  the  annual  burden 
which  has  been  suggested  as  appropriate 
by  the   colonies  concerned,  ana  at  the 
same  time  not  to  demand  any  share  in  any 
profits  that  may  arise.    That  may  or  may 
not  be  the  best  attitude  to  adopt,  but 
whatever  opinion  may  be  formed  in  that 
respect  I  do  not  think  it  can  be  criticised 
as  an  ungenerous  offer.    The  maximum  of 
X20,000  seems,  according  to  the  evidence 
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adduced  before  the  Committee,  to  be  the  | 
highest  possible  sum,  on  the  proportion  of 
iive-eighteenths,  that  could  ever  fall  upon 
the  Government  of  this  country  to  bean 
The  noble  Lord  has  animadverted  on  what 
he  has  described  as  the  stringency  and 
severity  of  the  conditions.     I  speak  with 
deference  in  the  presence  of  my  noble 
friend  opposite,   who    was    once   Parlia- 
mentary Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  but 
those  conditions  are  only  of  the  kind 
which  the  Treasury  make  it  a  rule  to  im- 
pose whenever  this  country  bears  a  share 
in  any  project  such  as   this  one  of  the 
Pacific  cable.      I  do  not  know  whether 
the  details  are  identical  with  the  details 
of  similar  conditions  which  have  been  im- 
posed when  this  country  has  subsidised  a 
<»ble,  we  will  say,  of  the  Eastern  Tele- 
graph Company,  but  I  do  not  think  they 
will  be  found  in  any  way  to  diflFer  in 
principle.     There  is  no  ulterior  motive 
lurking    underneath    them.      They    are 
merely  those  which  the  experience  of  the 
Post  Office  and  the  Treasury  has  shown  it 
is  prudent  to  insist  upon  as  the   most 
likely  to  conduce  to  efficiency  of  the  work 
and  the  satisfactory  maintenance  of  the 
service.     But  if,   as  would  appear,   the 
Australasian  and  Canadian  Governments 
have  any  objection  to  urge  on  any  ground 
to  the  exact  form  in  which  this  proposal 
has  been  made.  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment are  perfectly  prepared  to  review  the 
whole  matter  in  the  light  of  those  repre- 
sentations, with  a  sincere  desire,  if  pos- 
sible, to  arrive  at  a  decision  which  will  be 
mutually  satisfactory  to  all  the  Govern- 
ments concerned. 

Lord  TWEEDMOUTH  :  My  Lords,  I 
am  very  glad  to  hear  the  closing  words  of 
the  noble  Earl,  for  at  any  rate  we  have 
the  assurance  that  this  arrangement  is 
open  to  revision,  and  that  the  door  is  not 
finally  closed.  But  I  am  sorry  the  noble 
Earl  has  taken  as  the  sort  of  keynote  of 
his  speech  to-night  the  last  paragraph  of 
the  letter,  which  says  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  trust  that  the  liberal 
arrangement  proposed  will  meet  the  views 
of  the  Colonies.  This  arrangement  may 
be  a  sufficient  one ;  as  to  that,  I  say 
nothing ;  but  I  do  not  think  it  can  rightly 
be  called  a  liberal  one.  The  noble  Earl 
rather  challenged  me  with  regard  to  the 
financial  aspect  of  this  question.  What 
was  the  proposal  made  by  the  Colonies  to 
the  Mother  Country  7  It  was  that  the 
Australian    Colonies  and  New  Zealand 


should  bear  four-ninths  of  the  cost  of  the 
construction  of  the  Pacific  cable,  provided 
that  Canada  and  the    Mother  Country 
bore  the  other  five-ninths.     Canada  said 
she  was  ready  to  bear  her  part — five- 
eighteenths  —  if    the    Mother    Country 
would    bear  her  part — the    other    five- 
eighteenths.     Five-eighteenths  of  a  mil- 
lion and  a-half  amount  to  £417,000  in 
round  figures.     That  is  what  the  Mother 
Country  was  asked  to  bear.    Now,  what  is 
the  "liberal  offer"  that  was  made  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  the  Colonies  1 
Not  that  they  would  bear  five-eighteenths 
of  the  cost  of  this  cable,  or  even  of  the  cost 
of  working  this  cable,   but    that    they 
would    bear   five-eighteenths  of  any  de- 
ficit that    might    occur    from    year    to 
year  for  20  years  up  to  a  sum  of  X20,000. 
Before     the     Mother     Country     would 
be  called  upon  to  pay  its  five-eighteenths 
— to  pay  £20,000  in  any  single  year — 
the  total  deficit  on  the  working  of  this 
cable  would    have    had    to    amount  to 
£70,000.     Therefore  the  risk  the  Mother 
Country  was  taking  for  the  next  20  years 
was  not  a  large  one,  for  we  expect  the 
cable   will    prove  a  profitable    concern. 
Then  the  noble    Earl   said  the  Mother 
Country   was   very  generous  because  it 
gave  up  all  claim  to  any  part  of  the  profit. 
Naturally  it  would  if  it  did  not  provide 
any  of  the  money  on  which  the  scheme  is 
to  be  carried  out,  but  by  a  clause  in  these 
provisions  it  is  laid  down  that  the  mes- 
sages of  the  Imperial  Government  are  to 
be   transmitted  in  priority  to  all  other 
messages,  at  rates  not  exceeding  half  the 
charge  made  to  the  general  public.     To 
be^n  with,  the  Mother  Country  insists  on 
reducing  the  profits  in   respect  of  the 
cable,  wnich  seems  to  me  commanding  a 
very  considerable  concession  on  the  part  of 
the  Colonies,   and  I   cannot    say  I   am 
surprised  that  they  consider  these  condi- 
tions by  no  means  satisfactory.     I  quite 
agree  with  my  noble  friend  that  these 
are  the   conditions  that  are    ordinarily 
imposed  by  the  Treasury  in  the  case  of 
any  enterprise  in  which  they  take  a  part. 
That  is  exactly  the  point.     It  looks  as  if 
these  conditions  had  been  framed  when 
the  intention  of  the  Mother  Country  was 
to  take  part  in  the  construction  of  the 
cable,  and  pay  its  portion  towards  the 
capital  cost,  but  I  do  think  these  condi- 
tions are  extremely  stringent  and  unfair 
to  the  Colonies  if  all  we  are  to  do  is  to 
provide,  in  the  event  of  a  deficit,  a  certain 
proportion  of  that  deficit. 
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INFECTIOUS  DISEASE  (NOTIFICATION) 
ACT    (1889)    EXTENSION    BILL. 

House  ill  Committee  ^according  to 
order) :  Bill  reported  without  Amend- 
ment ;  and  re-committed  to  the  Standing 
Committee. 

PUBLIC  LIBRARIES  (SCOTLAND)  ACTS 
AMENDMENT    BILL. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
order) :  Bill  reported  without  Amend- 
ment ;  and  re-committed  to  the  Standing 
Committee. 

LICENSING     (DISQUALIFICATION    OF 
JUSTICES    REMOVAL)     BILL    [Lords]. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
order) :  Bill  reported  without  Amend- 
ment ;  and  re-committed  to  the  Standing 
Committee. 

BOARD  OF    EDUCATION  BILL    [Lords]. 

Eead  3*  (according  to  order) :  Amend- 
ments made ;  Bill  passed,  and  sent  to  the 
Commons. 

House  adjourned  at  twenty  ininuten 
Ijefore  Six  of  the  clock,  till  To- 
morrow, half-past  Ten  of  the  clock. 


HOUSE  OP  COMMONS. 
Monday,  16th  May  1899, 


PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE    BILLS. 
(Standing  Order  62  complied  with.) 

Mr.  SPEAKER  laid  upon  the  Table 
Report  from  one  of  the  Examiners  of 
Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  That,  in  the 
case  of  the  following  Bill,  referred  on  the 
First  Reading  thereof,  Standing  Order 
No.  62  has  been  complied  with,  viz. : — 

WATERFORD  AND  CENTRAL  IRELAND 
RAILWAY    BILL. 

Ordered,  That  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time. 

PRIVATE    BILLS    [Lords]. 

(Standing  Orders  not  previously'  inquired 
into  complied  with.) 

Mr.  SPEAKER  laid  upon  the  Table 
JKeport  from  one  of  the  Examiners  of 


Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  That,  in  the 
case  of  the  following  Bill,  originating  in 
the  Lords,  and  referred  on  the  First 
Reading  thereof,  the  Standing  Orders  not 
previously  inquired  into,  and  which  are- 
applicable  thereto,  have  been  complied 
with,  viz.  : — 

SOUTH  HANTS   WATER  BILL     [Lord>l 

Ordered,  That  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time. 

PROVISIONAL    ORDER    BILL. 

(Standing  Orders  applicable  thereto  com- 
plied with.) 

Mr.  SPEAKER  laid  upon  the  Table 
Report  from  one  of  the  Examiners  of 
Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  That,  in  the 
case  of  the  following  Bill,  referred  on  the 
First  Reading  thereof,  the  Standing 
Orders  which  are  applicable  thereto  have 
been  complied  with,  viz. : — 

PIER    AND    HARBOUR    PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  1)  BILL. 

Ordered,  That  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time  To-morrow. 

FISHCiUARD    AND    ROSSLARE    RAIL- 
WAYS AND  HARBOURS  BILL. 

(i^ueen\s  Consent  signified.) 
Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

NORTHERN  ASSURANCE  COMPANY 

BILL    [Lonis], 

Read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  with 
Amendments. 

AIRE     AND      CALDER     NAVIGATION 

BILL. 

As  amended,  considered;  to  be  read 
the  third  time. 

COALVILLE    URBAN     DISTRICT     GAS 

BILL    [Lords], 

As  amended,  considered;  to  be  read 
the  third  time. 

GREAT   WESTERN  AND   GREAT   CEN- 
TRAL  RAILWAY  COMPANIES  BILL. 

As  amended,  considered ;  to  be  read 
the  third  time. 

LONDON      AND      NORTH      WESTERN 
RAILWAY  (ADDITIONAL  POWERS) 

BILL. 

As  amended,  considered;  to  be  read 
the  third  time. 
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LONDON,     BRKiHTON     AND     SOUTH  ■  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Ritchie 
COAST  RAILWAY  (VARIOUS  POWERS)   ,  ^nd  Mr.  Hanbury. 


BILL 

As  amended,  considered ;   to  be  read 
the  third  time. 


ELECTRIC     LKiHTING     PROVISIONAL 
ORDER  (No.  18). 

Bill   to    confirm   a   Provisional    Order 

made  by  the  Board  of  Trade,  under  the 

Electric  Lighting  Acts,   1882  and  1888, 

As  amended,    considered ;  to  be  read  i  relating     to     Royal     Leamington     Spa, 


LONDON,     CHATHAM,     AND     DOVER 
RAILWAY  BILL. 


the  third  time. 

MANCHESTER    CORPORATION 
(GENERAL  POWERS)  BILL. 

As  amended,   considered;  to  be  read 
the  third  time. 

WEST    HIGHLAND    RAILWAY    BILL 

[IjorcU]. 

As  amended,   considered ;  to  be  read 
the  third  time. 

BURY  CORPORATION  BILL  [Lords]. 
Read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

LONDON.  WALTHAMSTOW.  AND  EPP- 
ING  FOREST  RAILWAY  (No.  2)  BILL. 

Read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

SKIPTON  URBAN  DISTRICT  GAS  BILL 

[LonlK]. 

Read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

SOUTHAMPTON    CORPORATION 
W^ATER  BILL  [Lords]. 

Read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

ELECTRIC  LIGHTING   PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  4)  BILL 

Read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

ST.  ANDREW'S  BURGH   PROVISIONAL 
ORDER  BILL  [Loni.H]. 

Read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  with- 
out Amendment. 


ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Ritchie 
and  Mr.  Hanburv. 

PIER    AND    HARBOUR    PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  2). 

Bill  to  confirm  certain  Provisional 
Orders  made  by  the  Board  of  Trade, 
under  The  General  Pier  and  Harbour 
Act,  1861,  relating  to  Fleetwood,  Innellan, 
Montrose,  and  Southwold,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  l)y  Mr.  Ritchie  and  Mr. 
Hanbury. 

ELECTRIC     LIGHTING     PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  17)  BILL. 

"  To  confirm  certain  Provisional  Orders 
made  bv  the  Board  of  Trade,  under  the 
Electric'Li^hting  Acts,  1882  and  1888,  re- 
lating to  Carshalton,  Gateshead,  Merthyr 
Tydfil,  and  Newton  Abbot,"  presented, 
and  read  the  first  time ;  to  be  referred  ta 
the  examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private 
Bills,  and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  200.] 

!  ELECTRIC     LIGHTING     PROVISIONAL 
I  ORDER  (No.  18)  BILL. 

"  To  confirm  a  Provisional  Order  made 
by  the  Board  of  Trade,  under  the  Electric 
Lighting  Acts,  1882  and  1888,  relating 
to  xioyal  Leamington  Spa,"  presented,  ana 
read  the  first  time  ;  to  be  referred  to  the 
Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills, 
and  to  be  printed.    [Bill  201.] 


PIER    AND    HARBOUR    PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  2)  BILL. 

"  To  confirm  certain  Provisional  Orders 
made  by  the  Board  of  Trade,  under  The 
Qeneral  Pier  and  Harbour  Act,  1861,. 
relating  to  Fleetwood,  Inellan,  Montrose,, 
and  Southwold,''  presented,  and  read  the 
SIGNAL  ORDERS  CONFIRMATION  \  first  time ;  to  be  referred  to  the  Ex- 
(ABERAVON,   &c.)  BILL  [Urd«].  aminers  of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  and 


BROUGHTY  FERRY  GAS  AND  PAVING 
ORDER  BILL  [LonlH]. 

Read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 
EDUCATION      DEPARTMENT     PROVI 


Read  a  second  time  and  committed. 

ELECTRIC     LIGHTING     PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  17). 

Bill    to    confirm     certain    Provisional 
Orders  made  by  the  Board  of   Trade, 
under  the  Electric  Lighting  Acts,  1882  \ 
and  1888,  relating  to  Carshalton,  Gates- 
head, Merthyr  Tydfil,  and  Newton  Abbot, 


to  be  printed.     [Bill  202]. 

DUBLIN  CORPORATION  BILL. 

Reported,  with  Amendments;  Report 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 

PRIVATE  BILLS  (GROUP  J). 

Sir  Henry  Fletcher  reported  from  the 
Committee  on  Group  J  of  Private  Bills, 
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'  That  the  parties  promoting  the  Electric 
Lighting  Frovisional  Orders  (No.  2)  Bill 
[Ystradyfodwg  (Maerdy)  Order]  had 
stated  that  the  evidence  of  John  William 
Leyshon,  Inspector-in-Chief,  Engineer's 
Department,  General  Post  Office,  was 
essential  to  their  case ;  and  it  having  been 
proved  that  his  attendance  could  not  be 
procured  without  the  intervention  of  the 
House,  he  had  been  instructed  to  move 
that  the  said  John  William  Leyshon  do 
attend  the  said  Committee  To-morrow,  at 
half -past  Eleven  of  the  clock. 

Ordered,  That  John  William  Leyshon 
<io  attend  the  Committee  on  Group  J  of 
Private  Bills  To-morrow,  at  half-past 
Eleven  of  the  clock. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 
That  they  have  agreed  to, — 

Horsforth  Urban  District  Council 
<Water)  Bill,  with  Amendments. 

Amendment  to — 

Perth  Water,  Police,  and  Gas  Bill 
[Lords], 

Amendments  to — 

Bristol  Floods  Prevention  Bill  [Lords], 
without  Amendment. 

That  they  have  passed  a  Bill,  intituled, 
**An  Act  to  confer  further  borrowing 
powers  on  the  Commissioners  of  the 
burgh  of  Wishaw  for  the  purposes  of 
their  water  undertaking."  [Wishaw 
Water  Bill  [Lards]. 

Also,  a  Bill,  intituled,  "An  Act  to 
provide  for  the  sale  and  disposal  of  the 
site  of  the  Church  of  Emmanuel,  West 
End,  Hampstead."  [Hampstead  Church 
(Emmanuel,  West  End)  Bill  [Lords]. 

Also,  a  Bill,  intituled,  "  An  Act  to  pro- 
vide for  the  transfer  of  the  undertaking 
of  the  Gainsborough  Gas  Conmany  to  the 
Gainsborough  Urban  District  Council,  and 
to  confer  further  powers  on  the  said 
Council  with  respect  to  the  supply  of 
gas;  and  for  other  purposes."  [Gains- 
borough Urban  District  Council  (Gas) 
Bill  [Lards.] 

Also,  a  Bill,  intituled,  "  An  Act  to  ex- 
tend the  limits  of  supply  of  the  Great 
Yarmouth  Waterworks  Company,  and  to 


authorise  that  Company  to  construct  new 
works ;  to  raise  further  money ;  and  for 
other  purposes."  [Great  Yarmouth  Water 
BiU  [Lords] 

Also,  a  Bill,  intituled,  "An  Act  to 
authorise  the  Urban  District  Council  of 
Leigh-on-Sea,  in  the  county  of  Sssex,  to 
construct  and  maintain  gasworks ;  and 
for  other  purposes/'  fLeigh-on-Sea  Ur- 
ban District  Council  Bill  [Lords.] 

And,  also,  a  Bill,  intituled,  "  An  Act  to 
authorise  the  Dundee  Gas  Commissioners 
to  construct  fiuther  works ;  to  authorise 
the  widening  and  improvement  of  streets 
and  the  construction  of  new  tramways ; 
and  for  other  purposes."  [Dundee  Gas, 
Tramways,  and  Extension  Bill  [Lords] 
(changed  to  "Dundee  Gas,  Street  Im- 
provements, and  Tramways  Bill  [Lards].)" 

WISHAW  WATER  BILL  [Lords]. 

Eead  the  first  time;  and  referred  to 
the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private 
Bills. 

HAMPSTEAD  CHURCH  (EMMANUEL, 
WEST  END)  BILL  [Lords]. 

Kead  the  first  time;  and  referred  to 
the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private 
Bills. 

GAINSBOROUGH     URBAN      DISTRICT 
COUNCIL  (GAS)  BILL  [LordsJ. 

Read  the  first  time;  and  referred  to 
the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private 
Bills. 

GREAT  YARMOUTH  WATER  BILL 

[Lords]. 

Read  the  first  time;  and  referred  to 
the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private 
Bills. 

LEIGHONSEA  URBAN  DISTRICT 
COUNCIL  BILL  [Lords]. 

Read  the  first  time;  and  referred  to 
the  Examinees  of  Petitions  for  Private 
Bills. 

DUNDEE  GAS,  TRAMWAYS,  AND  EX- 

TENSION  BILL  [LORDS],  CHANGED  TO 

"DUNDEE    GAS,     STREET    IMPROVE- 

MENTS,  AND  TRAMWAYS  BILL 

[Lords]." 

Read  the  first  time;  and  referred  to 
the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private 
Bills. 
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BOROUGH  FUNDS  ACT.  1872. 

Petition  from  Northfleet,  for  alteration 
of  law ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

EDUCATION  OF  CHILDREN  BILL. 

Petition  from  Halifax,  against;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

GROUND  RENTS  (TAXATION  BY  LOCAL 
AUTHORITIES). 

Petitions  in  favour; — ^From  Worsley; 
— and,  Nelson ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

LOCAL      GOVERNMENT      (SCOTLAND) 

BILL 

Petitions  for  alteration ; — From  Gk)van ; 
— and,  Perth ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

LONDON  GOVERNMENT  BILL. 

Petition  from  St.  George's,  Hanover 
Square,  for  alteration ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

MINES  (EIGHT  HOURS)  BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour; — From  New 
Whittington ;  —  Mitchell's  Main ;  —  and, 
South  Wingfield  Collieries;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table. 

POOR    LAW   OFFICERS'    SUPER  ANN  U- 
ATION  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour  ; — From  Perth ; — 
and,  Glasgow  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

POOR  LAW  (SCOTLAND)  ACTS. 

Petition  from  Paislev,  for  alteration  of 
law ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

PRIVATE    LEGISLATION    PROCEDURE 
(SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour ; — From  Perth  ; — 
and,  Aberdeen  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

RATING  OF  MACHINERY  BILL. 

Petition  from  Atcham,  against ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

ROBiAN    CATHOLIC    UNIVERSITY    IN 

IRELAND. 

Petition  from  Falkirk,  against  estab- 
lishment ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

SALE  OF  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS  ON 
SUNDAY  BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour;  —  From  South 
Heigham ; — Hull ; — Kipon ; — Darlington ; 
•^London;  —  Elland  and    Brighouse; — 


Stockport ; — and,  Preston ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

SALE  OF  FOOD  AND  DRUGS  BILL. 

Petition  from  Perth,  for  alteration ;  to- 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

SERVICE  FRANCHISE  BILL. 

Petition  from  Perth,  in  favour ; — to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

VACCINATION  ACTS,  1867  TO  1898. 

Petition  from  Poplar,  for  alteration  of 
law ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  &c. 


COMPANIES       (APPLICATIONS       FOR 

RETURNS). 

Return  [presented  11th  May]  to  be 
printed.     [No.  197.] 

ARMY     (PAY,     NONEFFECTIVE    PAY, 
AND  ALLOWANCES. 

Copy  presented, — of  List  of  Exceptions 
to  the  Army  Regulations  sanctioned  dur- 
ing the  year  ended  31st  March  1899 
[by  Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

POST  OFFICE  (SUBPOSTMASTERSHIPS 
HELD  BY  TRADERS. 

Return  presented,  —  relative  thereto 
[ordered  17th  March ;  Mr.  Steadman] ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

CROFTERS'     HOLDINGS      (SCOTLAND) 

ACTS. 

Copy  presented, — of  Report  of  the 
Crofters'  Commission,  being  for  the  year 
1898  [by  Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

BOARD  OF  AGRICULTURE  (AGRICUL- 
TURAL  RETURNS). 

Copy  presented, — of  Agricultural  Re- 
turns for  Great  Britain,  with  Statistics  for 
the  United  Kingdom,  British  Possessions, 
and  Foreign  Countries  for  1898  [by 
Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

Paper  laid  upon  the  Table  by  the  Clerk 
of  the  House  : — 

MEDWAY  CONSERVANCY. 

Copy  of  Statement  of  Receipts  and 
Expenditure  of  the  Conservators  for  the 
year  ending  25th  March  1899  [by  Act]. 
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EDUCATION       (FEES      FOR      PAUPER 

CHILDREN). 

Copy  ordered,  "of  Letters  of  Education 
Department  sanctioning  the  imposition  of 
Fees  on  Pauper  Children  under  Section  4 
(1)  of  the  Elementary  Education  Act, 
IS9V'— (Mr,  Charles  M&rley.) 

FEE  GRANT  (SCOTLAND). 

Return  ordered,  "showing  in  respect 
of  each  of  the  financial  years  ending  the 
^Ist  day  of  March  1890,  to  the  31st  day 
of  March  1899,  inclusive,  (1)  the  amount 
paid  into  the  Bank  of  England  to  the 
Local  Taxation  (Scotland)  Account  under 
Section  1  of  The  Probate  Duties  (Scot- 
land and  Ireland)  Act,  1888,  and  Sections 
20  and  21  of  The  Local  Government 
(Scotland)  Act,  1889;  (2)  the  payments 
made  to  each  of  the  various  objects  under 
Sections  19  and  22  of  The  Local  Govern- 
.ment  (Scotland)  Act,  1889,  as  amended 
hy  The  Education  and  Local  Taxation 
(Scotland)  Act,  1892,  showing  separately 
the  balance  which  fell  to  be  applied  as  an 
addition  to  the  fee  grant ;  (3)  the  average 
attendance  of  children  on  the  annual 
grant  list  entitled  to  the  fee  grant ;  (4) 
the  total  amount  distributed  in  payment 
of  fee  grant  under  the  foregoing  Acts, 
and  also  under  The  Local  Taxation 
(Customs  and  Excise)  Act,  1890,  in- 
cluding, and  stating  separately,  after  the 
financial  year  ending  the  31st  day  of 
March  1892,  the  amount  paid  out  of 
moneys  provided  by  Parliament  towards 
relief  of  school  fees  under  the  Act  of 
1892;  and  (5)  the  amount  per  head  of 
average  attendance  paid  as  fee  grant." — 
{3/r.  UaldtuelL) 


QUESTIONS, 


SHIPS'  OFFICES. 

Captain  DONELAN  (Cork,  K):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
whether  he  is  aware  that  in  ships  of  the 
**  Majestic "  class  the  ship's  office  is  half 
way  forward  on  the  lower  deck,  in  bad 
light,  and  a  considerable  distance  from 
any  sentry's  post ;  and  whether,  in  view 
of  the  desirability  of  safeguarding  the 
public  money  and  ship's  records,  steps 
will  be  taken  to  select  a  more  appropriate 
site. 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  AD- 
MIRALTY (Mr.  GoscHEN,  St.  George's, 


Hanover  Square) :  The  ship's  office  in  the 
"  Majestic  "  class  is  not  on  the  lower  decJL 
It  is  on  the  main  deck,  at  a  considerable 
height  above  water,  and  in  a  good  position 
for  light  and  ventilation.  The  office  is 
situatSd  immediately  before  the  officers' 
cabins.  The  safeguarding  of  public  money 
and  ships'  records  is  not  prejudiced  by  the 
present  position  of  the  office. 

Captain  DONELAN :  Have  any  repre- 
sentations been  received  by  the  Admiralty 
in  regard  to  this  matter  ] 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  Not  to  my  know- 
ledge, but  I  will  inquire. 

ROYAL  NAVY  WRITERS. 

Captain  DPNELAN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  if  ne  can  state 
the  number  of  third  writers  in  ships  of 
the  Royal  Navy  filling  the  post  of  second 
writers,  and  the  number  of  second  writers 
filling  the  post  of  chief  writers ;  and, 
whether  it  is  intended  to  fill  up  existing 
vacancies  by  means  of  the  present  auto- 
matic system  of  promotion,  from  one  class 
to  another,  upon  the  completion  of  certain 
service. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  According  to  latest 
reports,  63  third  writers  are  employed  in 
lieu  of  second  writers,  and  13  second 
writers  in  lieu  of  chief  writers.  The 
answer  to  the  second  question  is  in  the 
affirmative,  so  far  as  circumstances  allow. 

ARMY  ESTABLISHMENT  STATISTICS. 

Colonel  LONG  ^Worcestershire,  Eves- 
ham) :  I  beg  to  asK  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  what  number 
below  establishment  the  cavalry,  mounted 
artillery,  garrison  artillery,  guards,  and 
infantry,  at  home  and  abroad  respec- 
tively were  on  31st  March,  1898 ;  and, 
how  many  below  establishment  they  re- 
spectively were  on  31st  March,  1899. 

♦The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  WAR  (Mr.  George  Wynd- 
HAM,  Dover) :  I  assume  that  the  honour- 
able and  gallant  Member  wishes  to  know 
the  progress  made  during  the  year  to- 
wards the  ultimate  establishments  aimed 
at,  which  were  given  in  the  Estimates  for 
1898-9,  but  not  in  the  Estimates  for 
1897-8.  The  ultimate  establishment  for 
the  cavalry  of  the  line  is  18,559  ;  for  the 
horse  and  field  artillery,  21,144 ;  for  the 
garrison  artillery,  22,Yl7;  for  the  foot 
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guards,  8,765;  for  the  infantry  of  the 
line,  U8,272.  On  the  Slst  March,  1898, 
the  cavalry  of  the  line  was  822  below 
this  establishment.  On  the  31st  March, 
1899,  501  below  it.  The  horse  and  field 
artillery  fell  short  by  2,805  in  1898,  and 
by  2,085  in  1899.  The  ganison  artillery 
3,293  in  1898,  and  2,138  in  1899.  The 
foot  guards  1,948  in  1898,  and  1,274  in 
1899.  The  infantry  of  the  line  12,421 
in  1898,  and  8,135  in  1899. 

ARTILLERY    HORSES. 

Major  RASCH  (Essex,  S.E.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  what  is  the  average  age  of  field 
battery  horses  on  the  Home  establish- 
ment, of  the  royal  horse  artillery,  and  of 
the  cavalry. 

♦Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  The  average  ages 
of  the  horses  are  as  follows  : — Cavalry  8 
years  and  10  months,  royal  horse  artillery 
D  years,  field  artillery  8  years  and  10 
months. 

BRITISH  OFFICERS  IN  INDIA. 

Major  RASCH:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  whether  he 
is  aware  that  lieutenant-colonels  of  the 
Royal  Elngineers  and  other  senior  officers 
ordered  to  India  for  a  term  of  service  are 
deprived  of  rank  and  seniority  by  being 
ordered  to  serve  in  suboixlinate  positions 
in  the  M.  W.  Department,  while  continu- 
ous serWce  juniors  are  placed  above  them ; 
and,  by  what  statutory  authority  is 
regimental  seniority  ignored. 

♦The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
INDIA  (Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Middlesex, 
Ealing) :  I  am  not  aware  of  any  cases  in 
which  lieutenantrcolonels  and  other  senior 
officers  of  Royal  Engineers  ordered  to 
India  have  been  placed  under  their 
juniors;  the  present  organisation  of  the 
Military  Works  Department  in  India  is 
about  to  be  changed,  but  it  has  been 
decided,  with  the  concurrence  of  the  War 
Office,  that,  so  long  as  it  is  maintained,  an 
officer  must  accept  the  grading  to  which 
the  Government  of  India  think  it  right  to 
post  him,  provided  that  he  shall  not  be 
called  on  to  serve  directly  under  an 
officer  junior  to  him  regimentally. 

ROYAL    COMMISSION    ON    INDL^N 
EXPENDITURE. 

Sir     MANCHERJEE     BHOWNAG- 


ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  if  he 
can  state  to  the  House  why  the  Royal 
Commissioners  on  Indian  Expenditure, 
appointed  in  1895,  have  not  made  their 
Report;  and,  whether  it  is  to  be  hoped 
that  the  Commissioners  will  make  their 
Report  without  further  delay. 

♦Lord  G.  HAMILTON:  I  have  already 
explained  in  replies  to  various  questions 
that  I  have  no  power  over  the  proceed- 
ings of  this  Commission ;  but  the  present 
condition  of  things  can  be  best  explained 
by  the  letter  which  I  have  had  addressed 
to  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission, 
which  I  will  read : 


i« 


I  am  directed  by  Lord  George  Hamilton 
to  call  your  attention  to  the  fact  that  the 
Royal  CommisHion  appointed  to  inquire  into 
Inilian  expenditure  held  its  laHt  meeting  upon 
July  27th,  1897,  after  which  day  it  adjourned. 

"  A  perioil  of  nearly  two  years  has  tnerefore 
elapsed,  during  which  no  meetings  have  been 
held,  nor,  so  f ar  a«  the  Secretary  of  State  can 
ascertain,  has  any  material  advance  been  made 
towanls  the  adoption  of  a  re^rt  ujwn  the 
matters  referred  to  the  Commission  for  investi- 
gation. 

"  This  dela^'  is  a  matter  of  much  regret  to 
Her  Majesty  s  Government. 

"Lord  George  Hamilton  therefore  retjuests 
that  you  should  communicate  this  letter  to 
every  member  of  the  Commission  in  order  that 
they  may  inform  him  whether,  and  if  so,  when, 
they  oropose  by  the  submission  of  a  report  to 
Her  Majesty,  to  discharge  the  functions  en- 
trusted to  them  ;  and  on  receipt  of  their  replies 
he  will  consider  what  advice  he  should  submit 
to  the  Queen,  through  the  Home  Secretary,  as 
to  the  continuance  of  the  Commission. 

"  Considerable  inconvenience  ha^  already 
been  cause<l  to  this  Department,  from  its  in- 
ability to  settle  various  outstanding  financial 
2uestions  which  were  specially  referred  to  tlie 
/ommlssion  for  their  opinion." 

Sir  MANCHERJEE  BHOWNAG- 
GREIE :  Has  any  answer  been  received  ? 

♦Lord  G.  HAMILTON :  No ;  the  letter 
has  only  just  been  sent. 

Mr.  GIRSON  BOWLES  (Lynn  Regis) : 
Who  was  chairman  of  this  Commission  1 


,     ♦Lord  G.  HAMILTON:  I  think  my 
honourable  friend  can  ascertain. 


to. 


Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES :  I  am  trying 


GREE  (Bethnal   Green,  N.K)  I    beg  to  .  is  Lord  Welby. 


♦Lord  G.  HAMILTON :  The  chairman 
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INDIAN  RW.  DEPARTMENT. 

Mr.  HUDSON  (Herts,  Hitchin) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
whether  he  has  received  a  petition  from 
Mr.  A.  S.  Kussell,  of  the  Indian  P.W. 
Department,  dated  May,  1898;  whether 
this  correctly  represents  the  position  of 
the  officers  sent  out  to  India  from  the 
Cooper's  Hill  Engineering  College  during 
the  first  three  or  four  years ;  and,  whether 
he  proposes  to  take  any  steps  to  remedy 
the  grievances  from  which  this  officer  and 
his  contemporaries  appear  to  suffer  from 
want  of  promotion,  and  which  was  not 
considered  by  the  Select  Committee  of 
the  House  in  1890. 

♦Lord  G.  HAMILTON:  Memorials 
have  been  received  from  Mr.  A.  S.  Russell 
and  other  officers  of  the  Indian  Public 
Works  Department  who  were  recruited 
from  the  Royal  Indian  Engineering  College 
in  the  years  1874-76.  The  contents  of 
these  memorials  are  now  engaging  my 
attention,  but  I  can  say  nothing  as  to  the 
decision  which  may  be  arrived  at. 


BRITISH  TRADE  WITH  MADAGASCAR. 

Mr.  D.  a.  THOMAS  (Merthyr  Tydvil) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  in  view  of  the 
views  expressed  by  the  Prime  Minister  in 
his  despatches  to  Sir  K  Monson,  of  9th 
and  20th  July  of  last  year,  that  the  action 
of  the  French  Government  in  greatly  in- 
creasing the  import  duties  upon  the  prin- 
cipal articles  of  British  manufactiu*e  was 
a  further  infraction  of  British  rights  in 
Madagascar,  and  inconsistent  with  the 
international  rights  of  this  country  and 
with  the  assurances  given  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  Republic,  and  must  inevitably 
kill  the  greater  part  of  British  trade  with 
Madagascar,  whether  it  is  the  case  that 
the  declared  value  of  British  goods  ex- 
ported from  this  country  to  Madagascar 
during  the  first  quarter  of  this  year  was 
less  than  one-eighth  of  the  value  exported 
in  the  corresponding  period  of  1896; 
whether,  in  accordance  with  the  promise 
of  M.  Delcass6  made  last  July,  that  he 
would  lose  no  time  in  answering  the 
representation  made  by  Lord  Salisbury, 
any  reply  has  been  received ;  and,  if  so, 
what  is  the  nature  of  it;  and,  what 
action  Her  Majesty's  Gk)vernment  is  taking 
to  protect  and  enforce  British  rights  in 
Madagascar. 


♦The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Mr.  Brodrick,  Surrey,  Guildford) :  I 
am  afraid  I  can  add  nothing  to  the  replies 
which  I  have  made  on  several  occasions 
during  the  present  session  respecting  the 
action  of  the  French  Grovemment  in 
respect  of  British  trade  in  Madagascar. 

Mr.  D.  a.  THOMAS :  Then  no  answer 
has  been  received. 

TURKEY    AND     THE    ARMENIAN 

BISHOPS. 

Mr.  STEVENSON  (SuflFolk,  Eye) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs,  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  represent  to  the  Sultan 
the  injury  done  to  the  Armenian  arch- 
bishop and  bishops,  who  are  forcibly  de- 
tained in  the  monastery  of  St.  James  at 
Jerusalem  without  trial,  and  without 
knowing  for  what  offences  they  have  been 
exiled  from  their  dioceses ;  and,  whether* 
seeing  that  those  prelates  are  men  of 
high  character,  the  Secretary  of  State 
will  communicate  on  the  subject  with  the 
Powers  which  are  parties  to  Articles  61 
and  62  of  the  Berlin  Treaty. 

♦Mr.  brodrick  :  We  have  no  infor- 
mation as  to  the  detention  of  the 
Armenian  archbishops  and  bishops  re- 
ferred to. 

CHINESE  CUSTOMS  TARIFF— TREATY 
OF  TIENTSIN. 

Sir  mark  STEWART  (Kirkcud- 
bright) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether 
the  negotiations  with  the  Chinese  Grovern- 
ment  for  the  revision  of  the  tariff  of  cus- 
toms duties  under  the  Treaty  of  Tientsin 
are  proceeding ;  and  whether  he  can  give 
the  House  any  information  as  to  their 
progress. 

♦Mr.  BRODRICK:  Notice  was  given 
by  the  Chinese  Government  in  April,  1898^ 
under  Article  XXVIL,  of  the  Treaty  of 
Tientsin,  of  their  desire  for  a  revision  of 
the  tariff,  but  no  proposals  have  since 
been  received  from  them  on  the  subject, 
and  no  negotiations  are  at  present  in 
progress. 

RAILWAY  CONCESSIONS  IN  CHINA 

Mr.  JOSEPH  WALTON  (York,  W.R» 
Bamsley) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  tinder  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether 
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he  can  give  the  House  any  information  as 
to  the  reported  appUcation  of  the  Russo- 
Chineae  Bank  for  a  concession  to  con- 
.struct  a  railway  from  Niuchwang  or  some 
•other  point  on  the  Trans-Manchurian 
Railway  to  Peldn,  via  Shan-hai-kwan, 
oinder  similar  conditions  to  the  Russian 
Trans-Manchurian  Railway,  and  whether 
the  influence  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment will  be  used  to  prevent  such  a 
duplication  of  railways  between  Niuch- 
wang and  Pekin  as  would  divert  the 
traffic  from  the  Northern  Extension  line 
now  being  constructed  with  British 
capital. 

Mr.  BRODRICK:  Her  Majest/s 
•Charge  d' Affaires  at  Pekin  has  reported 
that  a  demand  by  the  Russian  Govern- 
ment is  stated  to  have  been  made  to  the 
Yamen,  but  we  have  no  information  as  to 
the  point  on  the  Trans-Manchurian  line 
from  which  the  line  is  proposed  to  be 
made  to  Pekin.  The  Yamen  up  to  the 
present  have  declined  to  grant  the  con- 
cession. Until  the  whole  facts  are  before 
them  Her  Majesty's  Government  can 
make  no  pronouncement  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  WALTON :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  whether,  in  view  of  the 
intention  of  Russia  to  extend  her  Trans- 
Manchurian  railway  system  to  Pekin, 
and  thus  connect  it  with  the  railway 
already  constructed  by  Russian  capital 
southwards  to  Pao-ting,  Her  Majesty's 
Oovernment  will  now  take  steps  to  have 
the  basin  of  the  Yang-tsze,  referred  to  in 
the  Anglo-Russian  agreement,  clearly 
•defined. 

Mr.  BRODRICK:  The  proposed  ex- 
tension of  the  Manchurian  Railway  to 
Pekin  does  not  really  affect  the  basin  of 
the  Yang-tsze,  as  to  which  Her  Majesty's 
•Government  recently  entered  into  agree- 
ment with  the  Russian  Government. 

Mr.  J.  WALTON :  Arising  out  of  the 
reply,  may  I  be  allowed  to  ask  the  right 
honourable  Gentleman  whether  the  con- 
struction of  a  railway  by  Russia  to 
Pekin,  enabling  her  to  connect  her  Man- 
churian system  of  railways  with  the  rail- 
way already  built  with  Russian  capital 
from  Pekin  southwards  to  Pao-ting 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order! 
VOL.  LXXI.        [Fourth  Series.] 


JAMAICA  AND  ITS  RAILWAYS, 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islingtcm,  N.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  conditions  on  which  the 
Gk>vernment  of  Jamaica  has  acquired  and 
taken  over  the  railway  in  that  island,  and 
the  delay  that  has  occurred  in  carrying 
out  the  colonial  obligations  involved ; 
and  whether  he  will  tale  steps  to  press 
on  the  colony  the  duty  of  no  further 
delay  in  the  matter. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  tor 
THE  COLONIES  (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain, 
Birmingham,  W.) :  The  Government  of 
Jamaica  has  not  yet  acquired  and  taken 
over  the  railway.  An  order  has  been 
made  for  the  winding  up  of  the  railway 
company,  and  as  soon  as  the  accounts  in 
the  winding  up  have  been  taken  the 
court  will  have  to  make  an  order  vesting 
the  railway  in  the  Colonial  Government. 
In  the  meantime  the  trustees  of  the 
mortgage  bond  holders  are  in  possession  of 
the  railway.  There  has  been  no  delay  on 
the  part  of  the  GU)vernment  in  carrying 
out  its  obligations. 

ELECTRICAL  COMMUNICATION  WITH 

LIGHTSHIPS. 

Mr.  weir  (Ross  and  Cromarty) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Ti^e,  having  regard  to  the  necessity  for 
electrical  communication  with  lightships 
stationed  off  the  coast  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  will  he  state  why  the  sum  of 
£663  2s.  lid.  of  the  Grant  in  aid  for 
electrical  communication  with  lightships 
was  not  expended  during  the  financial 
year  1897-8. 

The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Ritchie,  Crovdon) :  The 
sum  referred  to  by  the  honourable  Member 
was  the  balance  of  the  Grant  in  aid  for 
electrical  communication  with  lightships 
not  expended  during  the  financial  year 
1896-7,  not  1897-8,  as  would  appear  from 
the  honourable  Member's  question.     This 

I  sum  was  not  expended  during  1896-7 
because  part  of  the  work  for  which  it  was 

I  voted  could  not  be  completed  within  that 

,  year.     It  was  carried  forward  to  1897-8, 

I  and  spent  in  that  year. 

SCIENCE  AND  ART  DEPARTMENT 

TYPISTS. 

Mr.  YOXALL  (Nottingham,  ^Ve8t): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice-President  of  the 
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Committee  of  Council  on  Education 
whether  a  temporary  clerical  assistant  has 
been  in  charge  of  the  typing  room  at  the 
Department  of  Science  and  Art  for  about 
tvo  years;  and  whether,  seeing  that 
tkere  are  several  established  clerks  in  the 
Department  qualified  to  occupy  the  posi- 
tion in  question,  most  of  them  having 
much  longer  service  and  lesser  present 
remuneration  than  the  temporary  clerical 
assistant  in  question,  the  President  will 
inquire  into  this  matter,  and  in  particular 
into  the  method  by  which  the  temporary 
clerical  assistant  was  appointed  to  the 
said  post. 

Thk  vice-president  of  the 
COMMITTEE  of  COUNCIL  on  EDU- 
CATION (Sir  J.  GoRST,  Cambridge 
University) :  The  clerical  assistant  re- 
ferred to  was  placed  in  charge  of  the 
typewriting  room  about  four  years  ago, 
because  of  his  general  efficiency  and 
special  qualifications.  He  has  been  re- 
tained in  that  position  ever  since,  because 
he  has  done  his  work  most  efficiently  and 
is  believed  to  be  the  best  qualified  in  the 
office. 

EDUCATION  ESTIMATES— THE 
17s.  6d.  LIMIT. 

Mr.  CALDWELL  (Lanark,  Mid): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice-President  of  the 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education  if  he 
can  state  approximately  the  amount  by 
which  the  Education  Estimates  for  the 
years  ending  31  st  March  1898  and  1899 
were  increased  owing  to  the  repeal,  by 
Section  2  of  The  Voluntarv  Schools  Act 
1897,  of  the  iTs.  6d.  limit." 

Sir  J.  GORST  :  The  Estimates  for  the 
former  year  where  framed  before  the 
repeal  of  the  17s.  6d.  limit ;  and  it  is 
impossible  to  say  how  much  of  the  rise  in 
the  Estimates  for  the  latter  year  was  due 
to  the  repeal.  It  seems  probable  that 
the  amount  of  the  deduction  in  each  of 
the  two  years,  if  the  limit  had  remained 
in  force,  would  have  been  between  J&60,000 
and  £70,000. 

WILLINGTON  (DURHAM)  BOARD 
SCHOOL. 

Mr.  JOHN  WILSON  (Durham):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Vice-President  of  the 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  head  master 
of  the  Willington  Board  School  (Durham) 
was,  on  the  9th  of  March  (by  letter  from 

Mr.  Yoxall 


the  Education  Department),  tiireat^ied 
with  the  withholding  of  the  anaual  ^rant^ 
unless  he  fills  up  the  school  attendance 
cards  with  the  names  of  the  children  of 
out-door  paupers  ;  and,  whether  he 
state  under  which  statute  such  threat 
made,  and  by  which  statute  it  is  intended 
to  carry  out  the  threat. 

Sir  J.  GORST :  The  Guardians  of  the 
Durham  Union  represented  to  the  Educa- 
tion Deparment  that  the  sheets  shoivHng^ 
the  attendance  of  children  of  out-door 
paupers  at  the  Willington  Board  School 
were  not  received.  The  Education  De- 
partment informed  the  Willineton  School 
board  that,  if  the  refusal  to  fill  up  these 
sheets  was  persisted  in  they  would  con- 
sider whetner  they  could  continue  to 
make  annual  grants  to  the  schooL  No 
threat  was  addressed  to  the  master  of  the 
school.  The  Education  Department  have 
power  to  call  for  returns  and  information 
from  a  School  Board  under  Section  95  of 
the  Elementary  Education  Act,  1870. 

WIMBLEDON    DISTRICT    COUNCIL. 

Mr.  YOXALL:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
if  his  attention  has  been  drawn  to  aa 
irregularity  alleged  to  have  occurred  in 
connection  with  the  recent  election  of  the 
Wimbledon  District  Council ;  whether  he 
is  aware  that  one  of  the  presiding  officers 
declined  to  permit  a  sworn  agent  to  tape 
and  seal  one  of  the  ballot  boxes,  a  measure 
of  precaution  adopted  in  other  cases; 
and,  whether  he  has  made  inquiry  into 
this  matter. 

The  SECKETARY  to  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  T.  W. 
Russell,  Tyrone,  S.) :  The  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  have  no  jurisdiction  with 
regard  to  the  proceeding  at  the  recent 
election  of  district  counciUors  at  Wimble- 
don, and  no  authority  to  inquire  into  the 
matter.  I  am,  however,  informed  by  the 
Returning  Officer  that  it  appears  that  one 
of  the  presiding  officers  omitted  to  lock 
a  ballot-box  before  sealing  it  and  after- 
wards broke  the  seal  in  oraer  to  lock  the 
box.  The  returning  officer  adds  that 
there  is  no  reason  for  supposing  that  the 
presiding  officer  was  actuated  by  any 
fraudulent  intention,  and  that  on  verifica^ 
tion  of  his  ballot  paper  account  all  the 
ballot  papers  were  auly  accounted  for. 
With  regard  to  the  second  paragraph  of 
the  question  the  Returning  Officer  states 


5d7 


False  Vatdnaiion 


{15  May  1899} 


Ceriificafes. 


598 


that  he  was  informed  by  the  presiding 
offieer  that  at  the  opening  of  the  poll  he 
declined  to  permit  a  candidate  (not  an 
a^nt  aa  suggested)  to  affix  his  seal  to 
the  ballot-box.  I  am,  however,  advised 
that  neither  a  candidate  nor  an  agent  has 
any  legal  right  to  claim  to  affix  his  seal 
to  the  ballot  box  at  this  stage  of  the 
proceedings. 

EMIGRATION  OF  PAUPER  CHILDREN 

TO  CANADA. 

Mr,  SAMUEL  SMITH  (Flintshire): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  whether  he  can 
inform  the  House  how  many  pauper 
children  were  emigrated  to  Canada  dur- 
ing 1898 ;  and  whether  he  can  state  which 
Boards  had  sent  children,  and  how  many 
each  of  such  Boards  had  sent  respectively, 
and  also  by  which  of  the  accredited 
agencies. 

Mr,  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  Seventy-eight 
pauper  children  were  emigrated  to  Canada 
in  1898,  by  31  boards  of  guardians, 
through  10  agencies.  If  the  honourable 
Member  desires  it  I  shall  be  happy  to 
give  him  a  statement  as  to  the  particular 
boards  of  guardians  sending  children  and 
the  agencies  through  whom  they  were 
sent. 

WORKMEN'S      COMPENSATION     ACT, 

1897. 

Mr.  SAMUEL  EVANS  (Glamorgan, 
Mid) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  decision 
of  the  Court  of  Appeal  that  poor  appel- 
lants to  the  Court  of  Appeal  from  decisions 
of  county  court  judges,  acting  as  arbitra- 
tors under  the  Workmen's  Compensation 
Act,  1897,  may  be  required  to  give 
security  for  costs  before  being  allowed  to 
prosecute  their  appeals;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  persons  appealing  by  way  of 
new  trial  in  cases  tiie<i  by  high  court 
judges  with  juries  cannot  be  required  to 
give  any  security  for  the  costs  of  the 
appeal  j  and,  whether,  in  view  of  the 
importance  of  enabling  workmen  or  their 
representatives  to  obtain  high  judicial 
authority  on  complicated  (questions  of  the 
construction  of  the  Workmen  s  Compensa- 
tion Act,  he  will  undertake  to  make 
representations  to  the  rule  authority  as 
to  the  advisability  of  making  a  rule  dis- 
pensing with  the  necessity  of  giving 
security  for  oosts  when  they  desire  to 
appea]. 


The  SECRETARY  op  STATE   for  r 
THE   HOME    DEPARTMENT  (Sir  M. 
White     Ridley,     Lanes,     Blackpocd^  c  - 
My  attention   has    been    called    to  we  • 
decision  referred  to,  and  I  am  aware  tUit 
in  applications  for  a  new  trial — ^whieh,  I 
may  observe,  are  not,  strictly  ^leakinj^ 
appeals — it  is  not  the  practice  to  require 
security  for  costs.     As  regards  the  tniid 
paragraph  of  the  question  I  have  to  say   . 
that,   after    consulting    with    the   Lora 
Chancellor,  in  accoitlance  witli  the  promise 

e'ven  by  my  right  honourable  friend  the 
nder  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home* 
Department,  in  my  behalf  on  the  7th. 
March,  I  do  not  see  my  i^v  to  make  to- 
the  Rules  Committee  the  proposal 
suggested  by  the  honourable  Member.  • 

METROPOLITAN  POLICE  PENSIONS- 
EX  CONSTABLE  UPPERTON. 

Mr.  HEYWOOD  JOHNSTONE  (Sus- 
sex, Horsham) :  I  be^  to  ask  the  Secre-  . 
tary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  • 
if  his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
case  of  ex-Police  Constable  Frederick 
Upperton,  who,  on  retirement  from  the  . 
Metropolitan  Police  Force  after  more  than 
25  years'  service,  has  been  granted  a 
pension  based  upon  the  amount  of  his« 
pay  as  police  constable  for  52  weeks  in: 
the  year,  exclusive  of  the  extra  pay  of  Is. 
a  day  granted  to  constables  on  duty^  at 
the  Houses  of  Parliament ;  and  if,  having 
regard  to  the  number  of  constables  em- 
ployed on  similar  duty,  and  in  receipt  of 
the  same  extra  pay,  and  the  desirability 
of  getting  a  le^  decision  upon  the 
matter,  he  will  adopt .  the  course  taken  in 
the  case  of  ex-Inspector  Ruff  by  the  right 
honourable  the  Member  for  East  Fife 
when  Home  Secretary,  and  will  give 
facilities  for  the  matter  to  be  brought 
before  the  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions,  and 
will  pay  such  reasonable  costs  as  ex-. 
Police  Constable  Upperton  may  incur  in 
obtaining  a  legal  decision  on  a  matter 
affecting  all  constables  on  duty  at  the 
Houses  of  Parliament. 

Sir  M.  WHITE  RIDLEY :  My  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  this  case,  but  I 
should  not  feel  justified  in  adopting  the 
course  suggepteo.  The  circumstances  on 
the  occasion  referral  to  by  my  honouraMa 
friend  were  very  different. 

FALSE  VACCINATION  CERTIFICATES— 
PROSECUTION  OF  DR   LAMONT. 

Sir  CHARLES  CAMERON  (Glasgo^ir^ 
Bridgeton) :  I  beg  to  aak  the  Secretary  to 

X2 


599 


Irish  Mail 


{COMMONS} 


Canirads. 


600 


the  Treasury  whether  he  will  state  the 
amount  of  fees  paid  to  Dr.  Mackenzie  for 
reports  made  at  the  instance  of  the  Pro- 
clirator-Fiscal  of  Lochmaddy  in  connection 
with  the  prosecution  of  Dr.  Lamont, 
recently  public  vaccinator  in  the  Island  of 
Ulst,  for  issuing  false  vaccination  certifi- 
cates, and  the  amount,  if  any,  paid  him 
for  giving  evidence  at* Dr.  Lamont's  trial 
s,t  Inverness  on  the  15th  of  March  last. 

♦The  financial  SECRETARY  to 

-THE  TREASURY  (Mr.  Hanbury,  Pres- 
ton) :    From    the     Procurator-Fiscal    at 

Xochmaddy  Dr.  Mackenzie  received  16 
guineas  for  medical  inspections  in  Sep- 
tember and  October,  1899,  bein^  pavment 

^at  two  guineas  a  day  for  eight  oays  work 
{inclusive  of  subsistence).      He  also  re- 

.ceived  £4  ISs.  6d.  for  travelling  expenses. 
From  the  Procurator-Fiscal  at  Inverness 
he  received  16  guineas  for  eight  days' 

-work  and  £S    13s.    Id.    for    travelling. 

'  The  charges  are  still  subject  to  audit. 

Sir  CHARLES  CAMERON:  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate,  with  reference 
to  the  arrest  of  Dr.  Lamont  on   17th 

;  September,  1898,  whether  he  is  aware 
that  Dr.  Lamont  denies  that  he  was  ever 
informed  that  he  should  be  arrested  if  he 
left  the  island  of  Uist,  and  asserts  that  in 
deference  to  Police  Sergeant  Philip's 
request  he  remained  in  the  island  for 
nearly  a  week  after  the  date  of  the  first 
warrant  issued  against  him,  and  that 
before  leaving  he  asked  Sergeant  Philip 
whether  there  was  anything  to  prevent 
his  doing  so,  and  was  informed  by  him 

.  that  there  was  not ;  whether  Sergeant 
Philip  ever  received  the  warrant  of  10th 

.  September  for  Dr.  Lamont's  arrest ;  and, 
with  reference  to  Dr.  Lamont's  attempted 
re-arrest  oA  8th   December,   whether  at 
that  date  Dr.  Lamont  was  out  on  bail ;  if 
so,  whether  either  the  bailee  or  bailor 
was,  between  the  issue  of  the  new  warrant 
oh   25th  October  and   the  date  of  his 
Attempted  re-arrest,   informed   that   Dr. 
Lamont's    re-arrest    was    contemplated ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  neither  Dr. 
Lamont  nor  his  law  agent  knew  of  the 
existence  of  a  warrant  (bted  25th  October 
until  it  was  mentioned  in  the  House  on 
^the  8th  instant ;  whether  the  police  officer 
in  Glasgow,  who  proceeded  to  Dr.  Lamont's 
mother  s  house,  for  the  purpose  of  arrest- 
ing him,   on   8th    December  had    been 
furnished  with  the  warrant  of  25th  Octo- 
hep  for  Dr.  Lamont's  arrest ;  and,  whether 

J^r  Charles  Cameron, 


the  information  sent  to  the  Crown  Office 
to  the  effect  that  Dr.  Lamont's  agent 
would  be  responsible  for  his  appearing 
for  trial,  on  which  the  Crown  Office 
ordered  that  Dr.  Lamont  should  not  be 
re-arrested,  was  sent  to  the  Crown  Office 
by  the  Procurator-Fiscal  at  Lochmaddy  or 
by  Mr.  Kennedy,  Dr.  Lamont's  agent. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  A.  G. 
Murray,  Buteshire) :  I  accept  the  facts 
of  the  first  paragraph  from  the  honourable 
Member ;  1  have  recently  received  state- 
ments from  Dr.  Lamont's  agent  to  a 
similar  effect.  In  regard  to  all  the  points 
raised  in  the  second,  third  and  fourth 
paragraphs  of  the  question  I  have  no 
accurate  knowledge,  and  in  no  case, 
whether  answered  in  the  affirmative  or 
the  negative,  would  any  one  of  these 
points  be  material.  In  reply  to  the  Last 
paragraph  the  information  was  received 
by  the  Crown  Office  from  Dr.  Lamont's 
agents. 

DEDUCTIONS  FROM  NAVAL  AND  MILI- 
TARY PENSIONS. 

Captain  NORTON  (Newington,  W.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether,  seeing  that  the  amount  obtained 
by  the  deductions  from  the  pensions  of 
naval  and  military  officers  in  civil  em- 
ployment amounts  to  only  about  £3,600, 
and  seeing  that  the  Act  which  gives 
authority  for  the  said  deduction  is  per- 
missive, he  will  consider  the  advisabUity 
of  remitting  these  deductions  in  future. 

♦Mr.  hanbury  :  It  is  not  the  case 
that  Section  6  Subjection  (1)  of  the 
Superannuation  Act  would  permit  the 
remission  of  these  deductions  in  future. 
The  section  provides  that  "  the  Treasury 
may  frame  rules  "  within  one  month  after 
the  passing  of  the  Act,  but  when  once  the 
rules  have  been  framed  they  become 
statutory ;  and,  as  no  power  is  given  to 
vary  or  alter  them,  a  change  could  not 
be  made  except  by  fresh  legislation. 

IRISH  MAIL  CONTRACTS. 

Mr.  p.  O'BRIEN  (Kilkenny) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  as 
representing  the  Postmaster-General, 
when  will  the  present  contract  with  the 
London  and  North  Western  Railway 
Company  for  the  carriage  of  Irish  and 
American  mails  between  London  and 
Hoi  vhead  terminate ;  what  is  the  amount 
paid  for  the  carriage  of  these  mails  to  the 


eoi 


Telegraphie  Delays  {15  Mat  1899} 


ai  Oldham. 


602 


London  and  North  Western  Company ; 
whether  any  nogotiations  have  yet  been 
opened  for  the  arrangement  of  a  fresh 
contract;  and  whether,  before  any  con- 
tract is  agreed  upon,  he  will  state  the 
proposed  terms  to  the  House. 

Mr.  HANBURY  :  The  contract  may 
now  be  terminated  at  any  time  by  twelve 
calendar  monchs'  notice  on  either  side. 
The    payment     under    the    contract    is 
J&63,000  a  year,  but  the  contract  covers 
not  only  the  carriage  of  the  Irish  and 
American    mails    between    London    and 
Holyhead,  but  all  other  services  over  the 
Chester  and  Holyhead    section    of    the 
Company's  lines,  and  the  amount  specially 
applicable   to    the    Irish  and  American 
service   cannot    therefore    be  separately 
stated.     A  payment  of  £5,150  a  year, 
over  and  above  the  contract  payment  of 
X6d,000,  has  been  made  since  1st  April 
1897,  in  respect  of  the  acceleration  of  the 
Irish  night  mail  trains,  and  a  further  pay- 
ment of  £6,500  a  year  (which  is  not,  how- 
ever, borne  on  the  Post  Office  Votes)  has 
been  made  since  1st  August  hist  in  respect 
of  the  acceleration  of  the  Irish  day  mail 
trains.       No     negotiations    have    been 
opened,  or  are  at  present  contemplated, 
for  the  arrangement  of  a  fresh  contract. 
It  is  not  usual  to  submit  the  terms  of 
contracts  for  the  conveyance  of  mails  by 
railway  to  the  House,  and  it  cannot  be 
stated  beforehand  whether  any  necessity 
for  an  exceptional  course  of  procedure  will 
arise  in  connection  vrith  the  renewal  of 
the  contract  referred  to  by  the  honour- 
able Member. 

THE  BRITISH  POSTMASTER  AT  CON- 
8TANTIN0PLE. 

Mr.  BUNCOMBE  (Cumberhuid,  Egre- 
mont) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  as  representing  the  Postmaster- 
Qeneral,  whether  the  eentleman  recently 
appointed  a  British  Postmaster  at  Con- 
stantinople is  the  same  gentleman  who, 
while  postmaster  at  Kingston-on-Thames 
and  Lincoln,  was  reported  for  serious 
irregularities  with  reeard  to  his  official 
cash,  and  transferred  from  the  latter  office 
in  consequence  of  the  serious  nature  of 
such     irregularities;    and,     upon     what 

Sounds  he  has  now  been  rewarded  by 
ing  selected  over  the  heads  of  others 
with  good  records  and  longer  service. 

Mr.  HANBURY :  The  gentleman  ap- 
pointed British  Postmaster  at  Constanti- 


nople, who  has  rendered  good  service  in 
the  Post  Office  for  nearly  30  years, 
is  the  same  official  who,  after  holding  the 
Postmastership  of  King8ton-on-Thame» 
for  some  years,  was  promoted  to  be  Post- 
master of  Lincoln.  The  Postmaster- 
Qeneral  informs  me  that  he  was  not  con- 
cerned in  "serious  irregularities"  at 
Kingston,  as  stated  in  the  question,  but,, 
that  he  was  concerned  in  a  single  irre- 
gularity which  occurred  at  Lincoln  under* 
very  exceptional  circumstances,  and  that 
that  was  suitably  noticed  at  the  time. 
He  was  af terwardB  transferred  to  another 
office  at  his  own  request,  and  not 
in  consequence,  I  understand,  of  this^ 
irregularity.  He  has  now  been  appointed> 
to  Constantinople  on  the  ground  that  his^ 

?ualification8  for  the  position  were,  in  the 
^ostmaster-General's  opinion,  superior  to* 
those  of  any  one  of  the  other  ciuididatea 
who  offered  themselves. 

Mr.  BUNCOMBE:  Can  the  right 
honourable  Gentleman  say  whether  the 
irregularity  in  question  did  not  consist  of 
his  using  momentarily  a  large  pcMrtion  of 
official  cash  ? 

Mr,  HANBURY:  What  did  happen 
was  this,  and  although  it  was  not  a  case 
of  fraud  I  did  look  on  it  as  a  case  of 
serious  irregularity.  It  was  discovered 
when  he  was  on  leave  of  absence  that 
about  £150  of  Government  property 
which  should  have  been  represented  by 
hard  cash,  was  only  represented  by  a 
cheque  drawn  by  the  postmaster. 

TELEGRAPHIC  DELAYS  AT   OLDHABf.. 

Mr.   ASCROFT  (Oldham) :  I  beg  to 
ask     the    Secretary    to    the     Treasury,, 
as  representing  the  Postmaster-General,, 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  great  inconvenience  suffered  by  the 
inhabitants  of  Oldham  through  the  great 
length  of  time  that  it  takes  to  transmit 
a  telegraphic    message    to    that    town ; 
whether    he    has     been    informed    that 
during  the  last  month  a  message  handed 
in  at  Fallowfield  at    5.8    only   reached 
Oldham  at  5.41 ;  that  a  message  handed 
in  at  Worcester  at  1.0  only  reached  Old- 
ham at  3.45 ;  that  a  message  handed  in» 
at  the  Crystal  Palace  at  4.57  only  reached 
Oldham  at  5.29 ;  whilst  one  handed  in  at. 
the  Crystal  Palace  on  the  9th  instant  at. 
12.30  only  reached  Oldham  at  5.9  the 
same  evening,  the  time  taken  being  over^ 
4}  hours  for  a  distance  under  200  miles  ^ 
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atid,  whether  he  will  take  steps  to  im- 
prore  the  telegraphic  communication  with 
Oldham. 

Mr,    HANBURY:    The   Postmaster- 
Ckneral  is  not  aware  of  any  general  com- 
plaint  in  regard  to  delay  in  the  trans* 
mission  of  telegrams  to  Oldham.     The 
t^egram  of  the  '9th   instant  was  aocl- 
dentally  overlooked  at  the  Crystal  Palace. 
The  Postmaster-General  regrets  any  in- 
convenience   to    which    this   may  have 
^ven  rise;  and  has  taken  suitable  notice 
of   the  want  of    care  displayed  by  his 
officers.     The  other  telegrams  referred  to 
in  the  question  have  not  been  traced,  but 
if  the   honourable   Member  will  furnish 
the  dates  on  which  they  were  handed  in 
4ind  the  names  of  the  senders  or  addressees, 
•enquiry  shall  be  made  and  the  result 
-communicated  to  him.     The  telegraphic 
communication  with  Oldham  has  recently 
come  under  review,  and  there  does  not  at 
present  appear  to  bs  sufficient  reason  for 
putting  up  fresh  lines  or  altering  the 
present    circuit    arrangements,   but    the 
matter  shall  ba  kept  in  view  in  case  there 
should  be  any  fresh  development. 

'THE  TELEGRAPHS    (TELEPHONIC 
COMMUNICATION)  BILL. 

Mr.  COMPTON  RICKETI  (Scar- 
borough) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  whether  it  is  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government  to  proceed  with 
the  Telegraphs  (Telephonic  Communica- 
tion, SiQ,)  Bill  this  session  ;  if  so,  whether 
lie  can  state  when  the  Second  Reading  of 
the  Bill  will  be  taken ;  I  beg  at  the 
same  time  to  ask  the  Secretary-  to  th^ 
Treasury,  whether  the  Governti(^ent  could 
fl^ke  the  provisions  of  the  Telegraphs 
/(Telephonic  Communication,  &c.)  Bill  apl- 
plieable  to  non-county  boroughs,  as  well 
as  to  county  bdroughs ;  failing  this, 
whether  the  Government  would  give 
,;  flpeoial  consideration  to  the  cases  of  those 
non-county  boroughs  whose  rateable  valu'e 
exceeds  that  of  some  of  the  county 
.bojroughs. 

♦Mr.  HANBURY :  I  am  sorry  if  the 
Telegraphs  Bill  has  been  delayed  owin^ 
to  my  absence ;  but  I  hope  that  the 
Second  Reading  will  be  taken  soon  after 
Whitsuntide.  It  is  intended  to  make  the 
provisions  of. the  Bill  extend  to  urban 
sanitary  districts,  subject,  of  course  to 
the  discretion  of  the  Postmaster-General 
in  individual  cases. 

Mr.  AscrofL 


BALLYMONEY    POST    OFFICE. 

Mr.  DALY  (Monaghan,  S) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  a* 
representing  the  Postmaster  -  Gteneral 
whether  he  is  aware  that  much  incon- 
venience is  experienced  by  the  people  of 
Ballymoney  owing  to  the  inconvenient 
position  of  the  post  office  in  that  town, 
and  whether  the  Postmaster-Gteneral  has 
received  a  memorial  from  the  inhabitants 
on  this  subject ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
the  letters  by  the  two  first  mails  for 
Belfast  are  collected  from  the  pillar-box 
in  the  main  street,  Ballymoney,  more 
than  an  hour  before  the  mail  starts  ;  and, 
whether  he  will  have  these  grievances  of 
the  people  of  Ballymoney  remeiiei 

Mr.  HANBURY:  The  post  office  at 
Ballymoney  has  been  for  upwards  of  IS 
years  in  its  present  position,  whidi  is 
considered  to  be  reasonably  convenient 
for  the  inhabitants  generally.  The 
memorial  referred  to  by  the  honourable 
Member  was  duly  received  and  considered. 
The  Postmaster-General  is  aware  of  the 
arrangements  for  collections  of  letters  as 
described  by  the  honourable  Member,  but 
he  finds  that  the  circumstances  do  not 
admit  of  later  collections.  He  is  assured, 
however,  that  no  serious  inconvenience  is 
caused,  as  both  the  letter-boxes  in  question 
are  within  three  or  four  minutes'  walk  of 
the  post  office. 

CAMPHILL    SCHOOL,    PAISLEY.. 

Sir  CHARLES  CAMERON:  I  be^ 
to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  fact  that 
at  the  labour  certificate  examination 
held  at  CamphiU  School,  Paisley,  on  the 
7th  ult.,  out  of  a  total  of  217  applicants 
for  pass  certificates  in  Standards  3  and  5 
only  100  passed  ;  whether,  when  teachers 
were  paid  by  the  results  of  these  exami- 
nations 90  to  100  p3r  cent,  of  applicanrts 
passed,  against  only  46  per  cent,  at  the 
last  examination,  the  examination  papers 
at  such  examinations  have  been  inade 
more  difiicult  than  formerly ;  and,  whether 
he  has  any  objection  to  lay  upon  the 
Table  a  copy  of  the  examination  papers 
used  at  the  examination  on  the  7th  ult. 

Mr.  a.  G.  MURRAY :  No  communi- 
cation has  been  received  from  the  School 
Board  as  to  the  matter  referred  to  in  the 
honourable  Member's  question.  It  is  not 
surprising  that  the  results  of  a  general 
examination  of  the  school  showed  better 
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flivange  resuki  than  the  examination  of 
4^ho8e  candidates  who  are  presented  for 
^he  labour  certificate,  who,  it  is  hoped, 
represent  only  those  who  desire  to  leave 
achool  before  obtaining  the  merit  certi- 
ficate. Such  examinations  are  not,  as  a 
rule,  conducted  by  means  of  papers,  and 
it  would  not  therefore  be  possible  to 
follow  the  course  proposed  in  the  last 
paragraph  of  the  question. 

SEA   FISHERIES  REGULATION  (SCOT- 

LAND)   ACX 

Mr.  GBOMBIE  (Kincardineshire):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate,  will  he  ex- 

£lain  why,  under  the  Sea  Fisheries  Begu- 
Ltion  (Scotland)  Act,  1895,  no  fishing 
district  has  been  created  or  any  fishery 
•committee  formed  in  Scotland,  whereas 
under  the  English  Act  of  1888  numerous 
fishing  districts  and  committees  have 
been  formed;  and,  whether  the  Scotch 
Act  has  been  inoperative  owing  to  the 
restriction  at  the  en<i  of  Section  5,  Sub- 
section (1);  and,  whether  the  Grovern- 
ment  will  piomote  or  will  favour  legis>- 
lation  to  remove  this  restriction. 

Mr.  A.  G.  MURRAY:  The  initiative 
is  in  the  Act  left  to  the  locality.  One 
locality  only  applied  since  the  passing  of 
the  Act,  but  the  Applicants  failed  to 
obtain  the  necessary  consents  of  the  local 
assessing  bodies.  The  cases  of  England 
and  Scotland  are  ncrt  analogous  in  this 
matter,  and  the  same  necessity  for  district 
eommittees  does  not  exist  in  Scotland. 
It  is  possible  that  the  section  referred  to 
in  the  Act  may  have  contributed  to  the 
result,  but  there  are  many  other  contribu- 
tory reasons.  The  Government  are  not 
at  present  prepared  to  promote  legislation 
on  the  subject. 

SCOTCH  EDUCATION  REPORT. 

Mr.  THOMAS  SHAW  (Hawick 
Burghs) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate, 
when  the  annual  Report  of  the  Committee 
of  Council  on  Scotch  Education  will  be 
printed  and  in  the  hands  of  Members  ? 

Mr,  a.  G.  MURRAY  :  The  Report  of 
the  Scotch  Education  Department  is 
nearly  completed,  and  it  is  hoped  that  it 
will  be  in  the  hamls  of  Members  when 
the  House  meets  after  the  Whitsuntide 
recess. 

NEW  STAMP  DUTIES  ON  LOANS. 

Sir  CHARLES  CAMERON :  I  beg  to 
ask  the    Chancellor  of   the  Exchequer, 


whether  he  has  received  a  communicatnin 
from  the  Gla^ow  Corporation  as  to  the 
effect  of  Clause  7  of  the  Finance  Bill ; 
whether  it  was  intended  that  the  new 
duty  on  allotted  capital  therein  proposed 
shall  be  paid  once  for  all  in  the  exercise 
by  local  authorities  of  the  borrowing 
powers  which  would  increase  their  capital 
indebtedness,  or  whether  it  will  fall  to  be 
paid  upon  every  sum  which  was  borrowed 
by  local  authority ;  whether  such  sum  is. a 
new  loan  increasing  the  indebtedness  of 
the  authority,  or  merely  the  sum  required 
to  replace  an. old  loan  which  fell  to  be 
renewed,  or  a  new  loan  in  respect  of  which 
a  loan  duty  may  already  have  been  paid ; 
whether,  under  Sub-sections  1  and  5  of  the 
said  clause  it  is  intended  that  every 
time  stock,  funded  debt,  or  bills  are  issued, 
or  money  borrowed  from  the  bank,  sueh 
issue  or  borrowing  shall  be  liable  to  the 
new  duty ;  and,  if  not,  whether  he  will 
insert  words  in  the  clause  to  make  it  clear 
that  is  not  the  tendency  of  the  proposed 
enactment. 


The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  M.  Hicks-Beach,  Bristol, 
W.):  It  is  provided  in  Clause  7  of  the 
Finance  Bill  that  in  the  case  of  money 
borrowed  on  duly  stamped  mortgages  the 
duty  paid  on  the  mortgage  slu^U  be 
allowed  for.  Money  permanently  JK>r- 
rowed  to  replace  an  old  loan  would 
attract  the  duty ;  but  the  clause  is  not  in* 
tended  to  apply  to  money  borrowed  tem- 

rrarily  by  short  bills  or  from  bankers, 
do  not  think  it  does  so  apply ;  but  if 
necessary  I  should  not  object  to  the 
insertion  of  words  to  make  the  matter 
clear. 


I  . 


IRISH   INTERMEDIATE   EXAMINA- 
TIONS. 

Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  the 
programme  and  rules  for  the  Intermediate 
Examinations  of  1900  have  been  ready 
since  the  1st  January,  and  are  due  about 
the  1st  April ;  and,  as  these  rules  will 
prescribe  books  of  which  editions  have 
yet  to  be  prepared,  if  he  will  press  on  the 
Commissioners  the  early  publication  of  the 
programme  and  rules,  in  view  of  the  re- 
opening of  the  various  schools  in  August. 

Thr  chief  secretary  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  G.  W.  Balfour,  Leeds, 
Central):  The  rules  and  programme  pt 
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the  Board  of  Intermediate  Education  for  Mr.  6.  W.  BALFOUR :  I  have  called 

any  year  are  usually  published  about  the  for  a  statement  of  the  total  amount  of 

let  of  April  of  the  preceding  year,  but  it  is  the  salaries  of  officers  or  other  persona 

not  the  fact  that  the  rules  and  programme  employed  at  the  two  Institutions  named^ 

for   1900  have  been  ready  since  the  1st  proposed    to    be   transferred  under  the 

January    last.     I    am   informed   by  the  provisions  of    the  Bill.      As   soon   as  I 

Assistant  Ck)mmissioners  that  the  Board  receive  the  information,  I  will  eommuni- 

have  deemed  it  advisable  to  delay  the  cate  it    to    the    right    honourable    and 

publication  of  the  rules  and  programme  learned  Gentleman. 

for  next  year  in  view  of  the  Commission 

of  Inquiry,  now  sitting,  into  the  system  

of  Intermediate  Education  in  Ireland. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 


Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON :  Can  the  right  

honourable  Gentleman  say  when  they  will  ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 

be  published  1  Ordered,  That  the  Report  of  Ways  and 

Means  have  precedence  this  day  of  the 

Mr.  G.  W.  BALFOUR  :  I  am  afraid  I   Finance  Bill.— (Jlfr.  Bcdfoar.) 
cannot.     The  matter  is  not  under  my 
control.  


IRISH    CHURCH    FUND.  LONDON  GOVERNMENT  BILL. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  East) :  I  beg  to  Considered  in  Committee, 
ask   the   Chief   Secretary    to   the   Lord 

Lieutenant   of   Ireland   whether  he  can  ^In  the  Committee.) 
state  in  detail  the  estimated  effect  on  the 

Church  Fund  of    the  proposals  in  the       Clause  9- 

Tithe  Ren^Charge  (Ireland)  Bill,  an^  Mr.   LOUGH    (Idington,    W.) :     On 

ge  estimated  toto    net  cap^al  loss  to  the  y^^   ^        honoiraWe^end  the  Mem- 

Fund  which  would  be  caused  by  the  pro-  i      *      u  ij     c  u   /a-     t            -nr    j 

visions  of  the  Bill ;  and.  whethe/the  Irish  fc^  ^f^  r  ?f '^^"^        ^^.v  *^T"   l^^l 

Government  had  before  them  any  Treasury  ^T*?)  '  W.  %»»o^«  'J?  Amendment 

statement  as  to  the  financial  efllLts  on  the  «*»"'^"S  °°  *^*  ^"P*"' '°  ^'^  °*™«- 

Church  Fund  of  the  proposals  in  the  Bill         a ^        .  ^    .  ^    ,. 

befow  the  Bill  was  draftid  and  submitted  ^^«"^"f  *  proposed,  m  page  6,  Ime 

to  the  House  of  Commons.  ^'  *'  «°'^'  ^  *****- 

*'  A  borough  cooncil  appointing  under  this 

Mr.   G.  W.  BALFOUR:  A  statement  ^"^^  ^y  Comnjittee,  may  from  time  to  thne 

xi. •        I,'    J.  '    x.  •                     1       J      'vi  make,  vary,  and  revoke  reffulations  respectmir 

on  this  subject  is  being  prepared  and  will  ^^e  quorum  and  proceed&gs  of  8uch*Com- 

be    laid    before    Parliament    before    the  mittee ;  and,  subject  to  sudi  regulations,  the 

second   reading   of    the   Measure.      The  proceedings  and  quorum  shall  be  such  as  the 

financial  effects  of  the   proposals  in   the  pommittee  may  from  time  to  time  direct,  wid 

rrui.^    T?^«+ Pi.«*.«^    Tiiii    ,.™^    .»«^/./„ii„  the  chairman  at  any  meeting  of  the  Committee 

Tithe    Rent-Charge    Bill   were   carefully  ^^ali  have  a  second  or  casting  vote/Mifr. 

considered  both  by  the  Irish  Government  Lough,) 
and  the  Treasury  before  the  Bill  was  in- 
troduced. Question  proposed — 

_  "  That  those  words  be  there  added.  ** 
ALBERT  AND  MUNSTER  INSTITUTES. 

♦Mr,  HEMPHILL  (Tyrone,  N.) :  Ibee  Mr,  STUART    (Shoreditch,    Hoxton) 

to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  said  the  object  of  this  Amendment  was 

Lieutenant    of    Ireland,    what    is     the  to  make  the  procedure  as  to  Committees 

amount  of  the  salaries  and  superannua-  the  same  as  tnat  of  the  Comity  Councils 

tion  allowances  of  the  officers  or  persons  Act   of  1888,  which  reflated  the  pro- 

now  employed  under  the  Commiissioners  ceedings  of  Committees  in  absolutely  the 

of  National    Education    in     connection  same  words  as  those  which    were  now 

with    the    Albert    Institution  and    the  proposed. 
Munster  Institution,  and  proposed  to  be 

transferred  to  the    Department  by  the  The     SOLICITOErQENERAL      (Sir 

Agriculture    and    Technical    Instruction  R  B.    Finlay,  Inverness    Burghs)  said 

(Ireland)  Bill,  Section  16  (1)  (e).  his  impression  was  that  this    provisioD 

Mr.  0.  W.  Balfour. 
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was  not  really  wanted,  because  the 
Councils  already  possessed  such  power, 
but  if  on  further  inquiry  they  found  that 
this  was  not  so,  the  point  would  be  con- 
sidered and,  if  necessary,  such  provision 
would  be  included  in  the  Bill. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Poplar)  thought  the  undertaking 
given  by  the  Solicitor-General  was  really 
all  that  they  required. 

Mr.  lough  asked  leave  to  withdraw 
his  Amendment. 

Amendment  by  leave  withdrawn. 

Mr.  WHITMORE  (Chelsea)  moved  an 
Amendment,  providing  that  the  future 
conunittee  under  the  borough  councils 
should  have  power  to  levy  the  full 
amount  which  they  had  been  able  to  levy 
before.  He  said  it  might  be  objected 
that  a  committee  ought  not  to  have 
automatic  power  of  its  own  to  levy  a  rate, 
and  he  did  not  wish  to  press  the  Amend- 
ment in  its  present  form.  The  right 
honourable  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  Forest  of  Dean,  had  also  put  down  an 
amendment  to  a  later  clause  which  might 
carry  out  this  object,  and  therefore  he 
did  not  wish  to  press  this  Amendment  on 
the  Committee  if  it  was  proposed  to  deal 
with  the  matter  at  a  later  stage.  He 
begged  leave  to  move  his  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  6,  line 
30,  at  end  to  add — 

*'  except  that  a  Committee  appointed  for  the 
purpoeeB  of  the  Libraries  Acts,  1892  and  1803, 
may  spend  in  any  year  a  sum  equal  to  the 
amount  which  would  be  produced  in  that  year 
by  the  maximum  rate  which,  at  the  passing  of 
this  Act,  oould  be  levied  in  the  district  for 
which  the  Ck>mmittee  acts." — (Mr,  Whitmcre.) 

Question  proposed — 

"  That  those  words  be  there  inserted.** 

The  first  LORD  or  the 
TREASURY  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Man- 
chester, K) :  I  quite  agree  that  this  is  a 
matter  which  ought  not  to  be  lost  sight 
of  by  the  Ck>mmittee,  but  as  the  honour- 
able Member  indicated  in  his  speech,  the 
matter  vnl\  be  dealt  with  at  a  later 
stage.  The  power  proposed  to  be  given 
to  these  library  committees  to  raise  rates 
up  to  Id.  in  the  £  without  the  control  of 
the  governing  body,  is  much  too 
extreme,  and  the  subject  can  be  dealt 


with  on  Clause  15,  which  offers  a  better 
opportunity  for  its  discussion. 

♦Sir  CHARLES  DILKE  (Gloucester^ 
Forest  of  Dean)  agreed  that  the  object  of 
this  Amendment  could  be  better  attained 
on  Clause  15. 

Amendment  by  leave  withdrawn. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green^ 
S.W.)  said  that  a  special  Act  was  intro> 
duced  not  very  long  ago  in  order  to 
enable  certain  Scotch  counties  to  exercise 
similar  powers  to  those  contained  in  tha 
Amendment  which  he  was  now  proposing. 
He  also  wished  it  to  be  within  the  power  of 
the  borough  council  to  have  the  power  to 
co-operate  with  neighbouring  boards 
of  guardians  to  appoint  joint  committees 
to  deal  with  matters  in  which  they  were- 
jointly  interested.  The  desirability  of 
such  power  being  granted  was  especially 
impressed  upon  his  mind  upon  occasions, 
when  distress  existed  in  the  metropolis,, 
and  when  it  had  been  found  necessary  to 
provide  some  means  of  giving  employ- 
ment to  those  who  would  otherwise  have 
remained  unemployed.  It  had  been 
found  that  the  Boards  of  Guardians  were 
not  exactly  the  authorities  best  qualified 
to  set  men  to  work,  for  they  had  not  the 
necessary  machinery,  whereas  it  had  been 
found  that  the  neighbouring  vestry  might, 
very  well  carry  out  the  object  which  was. 
desired  by  a  mere  extension  of  the  exist- 
ing system.  In  those  circumstances,  he 
thought  it  would  be  very  convenient  to- 
give  the  power  which  was  sought  by  his 
Amendment,  which  he  begged  to  move. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  6,  after 
line  30,  to  add  the  wordf 


"Any  two  or  more  Borough  Councils,  or 
any  Boroueh  Council  or  Councils,  and  any 
Boiard  or  Boards  of  (viiardianH  in  the  metro- 
polis, may  from  time  to  time  conciu-  in  apjioint- 
m|^  out  of  their  respective  bodies  a  joint  com- 
mittee for  any  purpose  in  respect  of  which, 
they  are  jointly  interested,  and  may  confer  on 
any  such  committee  any  power  which  the 
appointing  Council  or  lioard  miglit  exercise 
for  the  purpose  for  which  the  committee  i»- 
appointed." — {Mr,  PickersgiU.) 

Question  proposed  — 

"  That  those  words  be  there  added." 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  sympathise- 
with  the  object  which  the  honourable 
Gentleman  has  in  view,  but  I  do  not' 
think  the  words  he  proposes  will   do«, 
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partly  because  they  introduce  the  Poor 
Law  authorities,  which  I  do  not  think 
should  be  included  in  this  Bill.  The 
honourable  Member  has  probably  in  his 
mind  the  section  of  the  Act  of  1894  which 
dealt,  in  the  case  of  the  pirish  councils, 
with  an  analogous  problem  with  which  he 
tries  to  deal  here.  The  question  was  then 
thoroughly  threshed  out,  and  I  would 
suggest  that  he  should  move  it  in  that 
form.  If  he  will  do  so,  I  shall  be  able  to 
accept  it.  It  would  be  in  the  following 
form : — 

"  Section  57  of  the  Local  Government  Act 
of  1894,  which  relates  to  joint  cotuinltte^,  Rhall 
Hpply  to  Borougli  Councils  as  if  th«*y  were 
District  Councils." 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  said  he  was  much 
obliged  to  the  right  honourable  Gentle- 
man for  his  offer,  but  he  could  not  accept 
his  suggestion.  In  moving  this  Amend- 
ment, what  he  was  really  anxious  for  was 
power  to  bring  in  the  boards  of  guardians 
to  enable  them  to  co-operate  with  the 
neighbouring  council  in  times  of  distress. 
That  was  his  main  object,  and  he  did  not 
see  how  he  could  accept  the  right  honour- 
able Gentleman's  suggestion  unless  he 
would  incorporate  what  he  had  suggested 
with  regard  to  boards  of  guardians. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Even  if  such  an 
Amendment  is  in  order,  I  think  it  really 
goes  outside  the  scope  of  the  Bill  in  spirit, 
if  not  in  form. 

Mr.  STUART  thought  the  proposal  of 
his  honourable  friend  was  a  very  valu- 
able provision,  the  necessity  for  which 
occurred  at  the  time  of  very  hard  frosts, 
when  the  co-operation  of  the  vestries  and 
boards  of  guardians  had  been  urgently 
desired  by  persons  interested  in  philan- 
thropic movements. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  asked 
the  right  honourable  Gentleman  to 
bring  up  the  clause  he  had  suggested 
upon  the  Report  stage. 

Mr.  lough  thought  the  right  honour- 
able Gentleman  would  readilv  admit  that 
both  the  guardians  and  the  borough 
councils  dealt  Vety  frequently  with  the 
same  areas.  Without  pressing  the  matter 
too  far,  he  thought .  everyone  would  feel 
that  there  were  occasions  on  which  these 
two  bodies  impinged  a  little  on  one 
another's  duties.  '    The  proposal  was  that 

Mr,  A,  J,  Balfour, 


the  two  should  be  empowered  to  appoint 
a  joint  committee.  There  was  a  great 
deal  of  work  which  was  commoii  to  the 
two  bodies,  and  he  should  be  glad  to  hear 
from  the  right  honourable  Gentleman 
whether  the  Gk)vernment  would  recognise 
this  principle  at  the  present  stage. 

Sir  J.  BLUNDELL  MAPLE  (Gam- 
berwell,  Dulwich)  asked  if  they  might 
take  it  that  the  Government  would  pro- 
pose the  clause  which  had  been  suggested 
by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury.  He 
did  not  think  that  it  was  desirable  that 
they  should  interfere  with  the  boards  of 
guardians  at  all  in  this  Bill. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  arguments 
of  honourable  Gentlemen  opposite  have 
not  altered  my  view  upon  this  matter, 
which  is,  that  we  must  leave  to  the 
boards  of  guardians  the  whole  responsi- 
bility in  connection  with  the  administra- 
tion of  the  Poor  Law.  I  do  not  think  any 
exception  should  be  made,  and  I  rather 
imagine  that  in  certain  exceptional  cases 
those  honourable  Gentlemen  who  are 
anxious  to  see  this  change  might  confer 
infonnally  with  the  local  authority,  and 
co-operate  with  them  in  some  way  not 
1  distinctly  specified  to  give  relief.  I  think, 
however,  that  the  whole  responsibflity 
should  rest  with  the  boards  of  guardians, 
and  I  should  be  sorry  to  see  any  such 
change  introduced  into  this  Bill  as  that 
suggested  by  the  honourable  Membdr  in 
his  Amendment. 

Mr.  STUART  desired  to  point  out  that 
the  Amendment  did  not  necessitate  the 
handing  over  of  the  powers  of  the  guar- 
dians to  the  local  councils,  which  only 
arose   when  the   vestry   endeavoured  to 

five  employment  to  the  unemployed. 
'here  was  a  difficulty  in  discriminating 
between  the  really  genuine  unemployed 
person  and  the  loafer,  and  it  was  only  by 
co-operation  with  the  guardians  that  a 
movement  of  this  kind  could  work  satis- 
j  factorily.  This  proposal  was  to  meet  a 
specific  case,  and  there  was  no  desire  to 
take  over  any  powers  out  of  the  hands  of 
the  guardians  and  transfer  them  to  the 
council,  which  was  a  matter  upon  which 
there  would  bo  a  great  difference  of 
opinion  on  both  sides  of  the  House. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  said  he  desired 
now  to  take  the  judgment  of  the  Com- 
mittee upon  the  question. 
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Mr.  COURTNEY  (Ck)mwall,  Bod- 
min) thought  that  the  object  desired  by 
the  honouiuble  Gentleman  opposite,  was 
one  of  considerable  value,  and  he  thought 
it  might  be  met  by  enabling  a  committee 
of  the  council  to  be  appointed  with  power 
to  add  to  their  number.  Although  he 
did  not  think  it  was  advisable  to  brmg  in 
outside  members,  he  thought  that  in  this 
particular  case  it  might  be  appropriate  to 


give  the  council  power  to  oo-opt  two  or 
three  of  the  best  known  members  of  the 
board  of  guardians  in  that  particular  dis- 
trict. 

Question  put. 


The  Committee    divided: — Ayes,   94; 
Noes,  162.     (Division  List  No.  144.) 


Allan,  William  (Gateshead) 
Anquith,  Rt.  Hon.  Herbert  Hy. 
Austin,  Sir  John  (York>hire) 
Austin,  M.  (Limerick,  W.) 
Baker,  Sir  John 
Beaumont,  Wentwortli  C.  B. 
Billnon,  Alfred 
Bryce,  Rt.  Hon.  Jamen 
Buchanan,  Thomas  Rybum 
Burt,  Thomas 
Buxton,  Sydney  Charlei 
Caldwell  James 
Oameron,Sir  Ciiarles  (Glasgow 
Oampliell-Bannerman,  Sir  H. 
Causton,  Richard  Knight 
Colville,  John 
Cromhie,  John  William 
Curran,  Thomas  (Sligo,  S.) 
Daly,  James 
Dalzlel,  James  Henry 
Davie't,  M.  Vaughau-(Cardigan 
Davitt,  Mu;hael 
DUke,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Charles 
Dillon,  John 
Donelan,  Captain  A. 
Doogan,  P.  C. 
Fenwick,  Charles 
FerfjUsoD,  R.  C.  Munro(Leith) 
Fitzmaurice,  Lionl  Edmond 
Foster,  Sir  Walter  (Derby  Co. ) 
Gladstone,  Rt.  Hn.  Herbert  J. 
Goddard,  Daniel  Ford 
Gold  Cliarles 


AYES. 

(]rourley,SirEdwaniTemi)erley 
Grey,  Sir  Edward  (Berwick) 
Gunlon,  SirWilliam  Brampton 
Hedderwick,  Thod.  Charle.s  H. 
Hemphill,  Rt.  Hon.  Chnrle^H. 
Holland, Wm.  H.(Vork.W.R.) 
Homiman,  Frederick  John 
Humph  revs- Owen,  Arthur  C. 
Hutton,  Alfred  E.  (Morley) 
Jacoby,  James  Alfred 
Joicey,  Sir  James 
Jones,  David  Brynmor(  Swansea 
Jones,  William  (Carnarvon) 
Kay.Shuttlew'th,Rt.Hn.SirU. 
Kitson,  Sir  James 
Lambert,  George 
Law:K)n,  Sir  Wilfrid  (Cam'land 
Leese,Sir Joseph  F.  ( Accrington 
Leng,  Sir  John 
Leww,  John  Herbert 

,  Lough,  Tnomas 
Micaleene,  Daniel 

j  M*Arthur,  William  (Cornwall 
M*Kenna,  Reginald 
M'Leod,  John 

M  ippin.  Sir  Frederick  Thorp 3 
Morgan.J.  Lloyd  (Carmarthen 
Norton,  Capt.  Cecil  William 
Nusiiey,  Thomas  Willans 
O'Brien,  James  F.  X.  (Cork) 
O'Connor,  James  (Wicklow,W. 
O'Cmnor,  T.  P.  (Liverpool) 
Oldroyd,  Mark 


Pal  mer,SirCharlesM.(Darham 
Palmer,  George  W.  (Reading) 
Paulton,  James  Mel  lor 
Pease,  Alfred  E.  (Cleveland) 
Pease,  Jdseph  A.  (Northum.) 
Pease,  Sir  Joseph  W.  (Durliam) 
Pirie,  Duncan  V. 
Reckitt,  Harold  James 
Rickett,  J.  Compton 
Robson,  William  Snowdon 
Schwann,  Charles  E. 
Sinclair,  Capt.  J.  (Forfarshire 
Smith,  Samuel  (Flint) 
Stevenson,  Francis  S. 
Sullivan,  Donal  ( Westmeath) 
Thomas,  Alfred(Giamorgan,E. ) 
Thomas,David  Alfd.(Merthyr) 
Trevelyan,  Cliarle.4  Philips 
Ure,  Alexander 
Wallace,  Robert  (FMinburgh) 
Walton,  Joseph  (Barnsley) 
Warner,  Thoman  Courtenay  T. 
Weir,  James  Galloway 
Whittaker,  Thomas  Palmer 
Williams,  JohnCarvell  (Notts. 
Wilson,  John  (Durham,  Mid) 
Woodall,  William 
Yoxall,  James  Henry 

Tellers  for  the  Ayes.^> 
Mr.  Pickersgill  and  Mr. 
James  Stuart. 


Acland-Hood  Capt.SirAlex  F. 
Aird,  John 
AUsopi),  Hon.  George 
Arnold,  Alfred 
Ascroft,  Robert 
Atkinson,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Bai^ot,  Capt.  Josceline  Kitzroy 
Baillie,  James  t£.B.( Inverness) 
Baird,  John  George  Alexander 
Balcarres,  Lord 
Baldwin,  Alfroil 
Balfour,  Rt.  Hn.  A.  J.(M  «ncli'r 
Balfonr,RtHn(feraldW,(  Leeds 
Barnes,  Frederic  Gorell 
Barry,  Rr.  Hon.  A.  H.  Smith- 
Bartley,  George  C.  T.     [  Hunts 
Barton,  Dunbar  Plunket 
Befekch,Rt.Hn.Sir  M.H.(Bristol 
Beresford,  Lord  Charles 
Bethell,  Commander 
Bhownaggree,  Sir  M.  M. 
Biddulpb,  Michael 
BUI,  Charles 


NOES. 

BUkiston-Houston,  John 
Boiilnois,  Edmund 
Bo\vles,T.Gib'M>n  (Lynn  Regis) 
Brodrick,  Rt.  Hon.  St.  John 
BiillartI,  Sir  Harry 
Campbell,  Rt.  Hn.  J,  A.  (Glasg*  w 
Carlile,  William  Walter 
Cecil,  Kvelyn  (He  tford,East) 
Chamberlain,  Rt.  Hn. J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,  J.  Austen  (Wore 
Chaplin,  Rt.  Hon  Henr}' 
Chel'^ea,  Viscount 
Coshill,  Douglas  Harry 
Coheu,  Benja  uin  Louis 
Collings,  Rt.  Hon.  Jesse 
Colston,  Clias.  Eiiw.  H.  Athole 
Corbett,  A.  Cameron  (Glasgow) 
Courtney,  Rt.  Hn.  I^onard  H. 
Cjx,  Irwin  Edw.  B.  (Harrow) 
Cripp.4,  Charles  Alfred 
Cross,  Alexander  ((ilasgow) 
Cross,  Herb. Shepherd  (Bolton) 
Crudchis,.  William  Donaldson. 


Curzon,  Viscount 

Dalbiac,  Colonel  Philip  Hugh 

Denny,  Colonel 

Dickson- Potnder,  Sir  John  P. 

Douj^lat,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 

Doxtorii,  William  Theodore 

Efferton,  Hon.  A.  de  Tatjton 

Elliot,  Hon.  A.  Ralph  Douglas 

Fardell,  Sir  T.  George 

Fellowes,Hon.Ailwvn  Edward 

Finlay,  Sir  Robert  Bannat>  ne 

Fishier,  William  Hayes 

Flannery,  Sir  Fortescue 

Folkestone,  Viscount 

Fry,  Lewis 

GibbsHn.  A.G.  H.(CityofLond. 

Giles,  Charles  Tyrrell 

Gilliat,  John  Saunders 

Gorst,  Ut.  Hon.  Sir  John  Eldon 

Goulding,  Edward  Alfred 

Gunter,  Colonel 

Halsey,  Thomas  Frederick 

Hamilton,  Rt.  Hn.  Lord  George 
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the  Board  of  Intermediate  Education  for 
any  year  are  usually  published  about  the 
Ist  of  April  of  the  preceding  year,  but  it  is 
not  the  fact  that  the  rules  and  programme 
for  1900  have  been  ready  since  the  1st 
January  last.  I  am  informed  by  the 
Assistant  Commissioners  that  the  iBoard 
have  deemed  it  advisable  to  delay  the 
publication  of  the  rules  and  programme 
for  next  year  in  view  of  the  Commission 
of  Inquiry,  now  sitting,  into  the  system 
of  Intermediate  Education  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON :  Can  the  right 
honourable  Oentleman  say  when  they  will 
be  published  1 

Mr.  G.  W.  BALFOUR :  I  am  afraid  I 
cannot.  The  matter  is  not  under  my 
control. 

IRISH    CHURCH    FUND. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  East) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  can 
state  in  detail  the  estimated  effect  on  the 
Church  Fund  of  the  proposals  in  the 
Tithe  Rent-Charge  (Ireland)  Bill,  and  also 
the  estimated  total  net  capital  loss  to  the 
Fund  which  would  be  caused  by  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill ;  and,  whether  the  Irish 
Government  had  before  them  any  Treasury 
statement  as  to  the  financial  efi'ects  on  the 
Church  Fund  of  the  proposals  in  the  Bill 
before  the  Bill  was  drafted  and  submitted 
to  the  House  of  Commons. 

Mr.  G.  W.  BALFOUR :  A  statement 
on  this  subject  is  bein^  prepared  and  will 
be  laid  before  Parliament  before  the 
second  reading  of  the  Measure.  The 
financial  effects  of  the  proposals  in  the 
Tithe  Rent-Charge  Bill  were  carefully 
considered  both  by  the  Irish  Government 
and  the  Treasury  before  the  Bill  was  in- 
troduced. 

ALBERT  AND  MUNSTER  INSTITUTES. 

♦Mr.  HEMPHILL  (Tyrone,  N.) :  I  bee 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lora 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  what  is  the 
amount  of  the  salaries  and  superannua- 
tion allowances  of  the  officers  or  persons 
now  employed  under  the  Commissioners 
of  National  Education  in  connection 
with  the  Albert  Institution  and  the 
Munster  Institution,  and  proposed  to  be 
transferred  to  the  Department  by  the 
Agriculture  and  Technical  Instruction 
(Ireland)  Bill,  Section  16  (1)  (e). 

Mr.  0.  W.  Bdlfmtr. 


Mr.  G.  W.  BALFOUR:  I  have  called 
for  a  statement  of  the  total  amount  of 
the  salaries  of  officers  or  other  persons 
employed  at  the  two  Institutions  nanifid, 
proposed  to  be  transferred  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill.  As  soon  ma  I 
receive  the  information,  I  will  eommum- 
cate  it  to  the  right  honourable  and 
learned  Gentleman. 


BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSK. 


ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 

Ordered,  That  the  Keport  of  Ways  and 
Means  have  precedence  this  day  of  the 
Finance  Bill.— (Jfr.  Balfour.) 


LONDON  GOVERNMENT  BILL. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  9: — 

Mr.  lough  (Islington,  W.) :  On 
behalf  of  my  honourable  friend  the  Mem- 
ber  for  Huddersfield  (Sir  James  Wood- 
house^  I  beg  to  move  the  Amendment 
standmg  on  the  Paper  in  his  name. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  G,  line 
30,  at  end,  to  add — 

**  A  borough  council  appointis^  under  this 
Act  any  Committee,  may  from  tune  to  time 
make,  vary,  and  revoke  reflations  respecting 
the  quorum  and  proceedrnffs  of  such  Com- 
mittee  ;  and,  subject  to  su^  regulations,  the 
proceedings  and  quorum  shall  be  such  as  the 
Committ^  may  from  time  to  time  direet,  and 
the  chairman  at  any  meeting  of  the  Committee 
shall  have  a  second  or  casting  vote,*'— <-^^* 
Lough.) 

Question  proposed — 

"  That  those  words  be  there  added.** 

Mr.  STUART  (Shoreditch,  Hoxton) 
said  the  object  of  this  Amendment  waa 
to  make  the  procedure  as  to  Committeee 
the  same  as  tnat  of  the  Comity  Councils 
Act  of  1888,  which  re^latea  the  pro- 
ceedings of  Committees  m  absolutely  the 
same  words  as  those  which  were  now 
proposed. 

The  SOLICITORrQENERAL  (Sir 
R  B.  FiNLAY,  InTemesB  Bm^hs)  said 
his  impression  was  that  this   provision 
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was  not  really  wanted,  because  the 
Councils  already  possessed  such  power, 
but  if  on  further  inquiry  they  found  that 
this  was  not  so,  the  point  would  be  con- 
sidered and,  if  necessary,  such  provision 
would  be  included  in  the  Bill. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Poplar)  thought  the  undertaking 
given  by  the  Solicitor-General  was  really 
all  that  they  required. 

Mr.  lough  asked  leave  to  withdraw 
his  Amendment. 

Amendment  by  leave  withdrawn. 

Mr.  WHITMORE  (Chelsea)  moved  an 
Amendment,  providing  that  the  future 
committee  under  the  borough  councils 
should  have  power  to  levy  the  full 
amount  which  they  had  been  able  to  levy 
before.  He  said  it  might  be  objected 
that  a  committee  ought  not  to  have 
automatic  power  of  its  own  to  levy  a  rate, 
and  he  did  not  wish  to  press  the  Amend- 
ment in  its  present  form.  The  right 
honourable  Qentleman  the  Member  for 
the  Forest  of  Dean,  had  also  put  down  an 
amendment  to  a  later  clause  which  might 
carry  out  this  object,  and  therefore  he 
did  not  wish  to  press  this  Amendment  on 
the  Committee  if  it  was  proposed  to  deal 
with  the  matter  at  a  later  stage.  He 
begged  leave  to  move  his  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  6,  line 
30,  at  end  to  add — 

**  except  that  a  Committee  appointed  for  the 
purpoeee  of  the  LibrarieB  AcU,  1892  and  1893, 
may  spend  in  any  year  a  sum  equal  to  the 
amount  which  would  be  produced  in  that  year 
bv  the  maximum  rate  wnich,  at  the  passing  of 
tnis  Act,  oonld  be  levied  in  the  district  for 
which  the  Committee  acts." — {Mr,  Whiimare,) 

Question  proposed — 

*'  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

The  first  LORD  of  the 
TREASURY  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Man- 
cheater,  K^ :  I  quite  agree  that  this  is  a 
matter  which  ou^ht  not  to  be  lost  sight 
of  by  the  Committee,  but  as  the  honour- 
able Member  indicated  in  his  speech,  the 
matter  will  be  dealt  with  at  a  kter 
stage.  The  power  proposed  to  be  given 
to  these  library  committees  to  raise  rates 
up  to  Id.  in  the  £  without  the  control  of 
the  governing  body,  is  much  too 
extreme,  and  the  subject  can  be  dealt 


with  on  Clause  15,  which  offers  a  better 
opportunity  for  its  discussion. 

♦Sir  CHARLES  DILKE  (Gloucester^ 
Forest  of  Dean)  agreed  that  the  object  of 
this  Amendment  could  be  better  attained 
on  Clause  15. 

Amendment  by  leave  withdrawn. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green„ 
S.W.)  said  that  a  special  Act  was  intro> 
ducea  not  very  long  ago  in  order  to 
enable  certain  Scotch  counties  to  exercise 
similar  powers  to  those  contained  in  the 
Amendment  which  he  was  now  proposing. 
He  also  wished  it  to  be  within  the  power  of 
the  borough  council  to  have  the  power  to 
co-operate  with  neighbouring  boards 
of  guardians  to  appoint  joint  committees 
to  deal  with  matters  in  which  they  were- 
jointly  interested.  The  desirability  of 
such  power  beine  granted  was  especiall3r 
impressed  upon  his  mind  upon  occasions, 
when  distress  existed  in  the  metropolis,, 
and  when  it  had  been  found  necessary  to 
provide  some  means  of  giving  employ^ 
ment  to  those  who  would  otherwise  have 
remained  unemployed.  It  had  been 
found  that  the  Boards  of  Guardians  were 
not  exactly  the  authorities  best  qualified 
to  set  men  to  work,  for  they  had  not  the 
necessary  machinery,  whereas  it  had  been 
found  that  the  neighbouring  vestry  might> 
very  well  carry  out  the  object  which  was. 
desired  by  a  mere  extension  of  the  exist- 
ing system.  In  those  circumstances,  he 
thought  it  would  be  very  convenient  to 
give  the  power  which  was  sought  by  his 
Amendment,  which  he  begged  to  move. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  6,  after 
line  30,  to  add  the  words — 

'*Any  two  or  more  Borough  Councils,  or 
any  Borouch  Council  or  Councils,  and  any 
Board  or  Boards  of  Guardians  in  the  metro- 
polis, may  from  time  to  time  concur  in  appoint- 
mf;  out  of  their  renpeotive  bodies  a  joint  com- 
mittee for  any  purpose  in  respect  of  which, 
they  are  jointly  int<srested,  and  may  confer  on 
any  such  committee  any  power  which  the 
appointing  Council  or  lioard  miglit  exercise 
for  the  purpose  for  which  the  committee  is. 
appointed."— (Afr.  Pitkersgill,) 

Question  proposed — 

'*  Tliat  those  words  be  there  added." 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  sympathise^ 
with  the  object  which  the  honourable 
Gentleman  has  in  view,  but  I  do  not' 
think  the  words  he  proposes  will   do„ 
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Amendment  proposed,  in  page  6,  after 
line  30,  to  add 

*'  Section  57  of  the  Local  Government  Act* 
1894,  which  relates  to  joint  committees,  shall 
apply  to  borough  councils  as  if  they  were  dis- 
trict councils." — {Mr,  A,  J,  Balfour.) 

Question  proposed — 
**  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  lough  said  that  they  had  not 
yet  received  any  explanation  of  these 
words. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  contended  that, 
his  Amendment  having  been  defeated, 
the  proposal  now  made  by  the  Govern- 
ment was  out  of  order. 

♦The  chairman  :  There  is  a  substan- 
tial difference  between  the  two  motions, 
and  this  proposal  is  quite  in  order. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  10 : — 

An  Amendment  made. 

Mr.  R.  6.  WEBSTER  (St.  Pancras, 
E.)  said  that  on  behalf  of  the  honourable 
Member  for  Westminster,  who  was  not  in 


his  place,  he  desired  to  move  the  Amend* 
ment  on  the  Paper.  This  was  not  a 
general  rate,  and  he  thought  it  would  be 
better  to  call  it  the  borough  rate,  for  the 
term  "  general "  was  too  restricted.  Upon 
those  grounds  he  moved  this  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  Clause  10, 
page  6,  line  33, — 

"  To  leave  out  *  the  general,'  and  insert  *  a 
rate  to  be  called  the  borough.'  "— <^Vr-  iJ.  (?. 
Webster,) 

Question  proposed — 

"  That  the  words  '  the  general '  stand  part  of 
the  clause." 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  As  my  lionour- 
able  and  learned  friend  has  observed,  this 
is  simply  a  verbal  Amendment,  but  I 
think  the  words  of  the  Bill  are  more 
accurate  than  the  words  proposed  in  the 
Amendment,  because  the  rate  referred  U> 
is  really  not  a  borough  rate,  and  therefore 
the  word  "  general     is  more  acciuate. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  lough  moved  to  omit  from  Sub- 
Section  1,  in  line  35,  the  following 
words : — 

"But  shall  make  provision  for  pro4eetang 
the  interests  of  the  occupiers  of  any  hetidiiar 
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ment  whieh  is  exempt  from  any  rate  or  liable 
to  be  asaeaaed  thereto  at  a  lees  amount  than 
the  oocnplers  of  other  hereditaments. *' 

He  thought  that  this  was  a  very  large 
power  to  give  to  those  who  might  be  re- 
•sponsible  under  this  Act.  There  were  a 
^^eat  many  anomalies  in  London  at  present 
^with  regsuxl  to  rating,  and  surely  the 
opportunity  afforded  by  this  Bill  was  a 
good  opportunity  to  remedy  them  by  Act 
of  Parliament. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  6, 
line  35— 

*'  To  leave  out  tlie  words  from  the  word 
*  rate,*  to  the  end  of  sub-section  1." — {Mr. 
Lough.) 

Question  proposed — 

'*  That  the  words  *  but  shall  make  provision 
ior  protecting  the  interests  of  '  stand  part  of 
the  clause.'* 

Mr.    a.    J.    BALFOUR:    The    hon- 
ourable Gentleman  expresses  some  doubt 
.as  to  the  intention  of  the  four  lines  which 
he  desires  to  omit.     Surely  that  intention 
is  quite  clear.     There  are  certain  kinds 
•of   property   which,   for   one    reason   or 
another,  are  exempted  and  founded  upon 
statute  with  regard  to  part  of  the  rates. 
We  do  not  provide  by  this  clause  that 
itbose  exemptions  shall  last  in  perpetuity, 
but  we  do  provide  in  those  four  lines  to 
which  the  nonourable  Gentleman  objects 
that   the    interested    occupier    of   those 
hereditaments    shall     be    protected.      I 
cannot  imagine    that     the     honourable 
Member    seriously     desires    that    those 
dnterests  should  not  be  protected,  or  that 
the  privileges  secured  to  these  persons  by 
Act  of  Parliament  should  be  taken  away 
by  a  single  stroke  of  the  pen  without 
'Compensation. 

Mr.  STUART  contended  that  the 
words  as  they  stood  did  not  make  sense, 
.and  were  not  grammar.  They  read  as  a 
•compound  of  two  original  ideas,  one  of 
which  was  that  the  occupiers  of  any  heri- 
ditament  should  be  exempted,  and  the 
other  that  the  owner  of  the  hereditament 
itself  should  be  assessed  lower  than  other 
occupiers.  There  were  two  broad  dis- 
tinctions to  be  considered  in  connection 
-with  ;the  rating  of  London.  First  of 
all  there  were  in  London  certain  occu- 
piers who  had  been  allowed  to  deduct 
the  sewers  rate  from  the  rent,  and  he 
supposed  they  wanted  to  protect  those 
•occupiers.  That  was  one  protection 
'which   was  needed.     The  occupier   was 


called  upon  for  his  rate,  and  he  found  he 
had  to  pay  so  much,  and  he  had  a 
statutory  right  to  deduct  a  portion  of 
that  amount  from  the  owner.  Then 
they  came  to  certain  hereditaments, 
which  when  the  assessment  authority 
came  to  assess  them,  were  to  be  assessed 
differently  to  the  others,  for  it  was 
provided  that  certain  specified  here- 
ditaments were  to  continue  to  be  exempt 
from  the  ordinary  process  of  assessment, 
and  consequently  there  were  two  interests 
to  protect.  It  seemed  to  him  that  this 
matter  was  confused  in  the  four  lines 
before  them,  and  if  they  meant  the  pro- 
tection of  the  statutory  right  of  the 
occupier  to  deduct  a  certain  part  of  the 
rate  from  the  owner,  he  thought  that 
ought  to  be  continued,  but  if  it  meant 
that  certain  specified  hereditaments  were 
to  continue  to  be  exempted  from  the 
ordinary  process  of  assessment,  then  he 
thought  they  ought  to  be  discontinued. 
He  admitted  that  this  did  not  affect  a 
very  large  interest  in  London.  There 
were  some  curious  old  Acts  of  Parliament 
which  exempted  certain  houses  from 
being  assessed  in  the  usual  way,  and 
those  anomalies  had  continued  under  a 
state  of  things  which  had  now  very 
largely  passed  away,  and  he  thought 
these  cases  ought  to  be  reconsidered  now. 
It  was  pretty  clear  that  the  sewers  rate 
would  under  this  Bill  be  thrown  upon 
the  occupier,  and  he  would  not  be  allowed 
to  deduct  it.  There  were  two  sewers 
rates — one  charged  by  the  County 
Council,  and  the  other  charged  by  the 
local  authority.  By  a  pure  inadvertence, 
in  the  Act  of  1888  the  sewers  rate  levied 
by  the  County  Council  was  thrown 
entirely  on  the  occupier,  who  was  thus 
deprived  of  his  right  to  deduct  it  from 
the  owner.  The  right  honourable  Gentle 
man  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  had  admitted  this  inadvertence, 
and  he  had  promised  to  introduce  a  Bill 
to  rectify  tnat  mistake.  But  owing  to 
circumstances  of  greater  moment  they 
had  not  yet  got  that  Bill,  and  unless 
they  took  care  at  the  present  stage,  this 
Act  would  take  away  the  same  right 
^vith  respect  to  the  local  sewers  rate, 
which  sometimes  amounted  to  as  much  as 
6d.  in  the  £,  which  the  occupier  had  at 
present  the  right  to  deduct  very  often  by 
agreement  with  his  landlord.  In  many 
long  tenancies  the  occupier  had  this 
right,  but  It  would  be  taken  away  from 
him  by  this  proposal. 
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Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUK:  Will  the 
honourable  Member  explain  how  he  gets 
this  right  of  deduction  ] 

Mr.  STUART  pointed  out  that  Sub- 
section 2  provided  that — 

"  After  the  appointed  day  the  general  rate 
and  the  poor  rate  shall  be  levied  together  as 
one  rate,  which  shall  be  termed  the  general 
rate." 

He  thought  they  would  find  that  the 
sewers  rate  levied  as  it  was  now  would 
be  different  under  the  Bill,  and  the  occu- 
pier would  be  deprived  of  his  right  of  deduc- 
tion. He  did  not  know  whether  the  four 
lines  referred  to  the  retention  of  the 
statutable  rights  of  certain  existing 
occupiers  to  deduct  certain  rates,  or 
whether  they  applied  to  the  relief  of 
certain  hereditaments  from  special 
methods  of  assessment. 

Sir  R.  B.  FINLAY  pointed  out  that 
there  were  certain  hereditaments  which 
enjoyed  total  or  partial  exemption  from 
certain  rates,  such  as  the  lighting  and  the 
sewers  rates.  It  would  be  very  wrong, 
without  providing  for  compensation,  to 
undo  that  partial  exemption,  and  the 
intention  of  the  words  alluded  to  was  to 
preserve  the  exemption  from  rates 
enjoyed  by  the  occupiers  of  those  here- 
ditaments until  some  fair  arrangement 
was  made  to  give  them  an  equivalent. 
It  did  not  necessarily  imply  that  those 
exemptions  should  continue  in  per- 
petuity. He  agreed  that  there  should  be 
some  uniformity  of  rating,  but  that 
should  not  be  established  by  inflicting  an 
injustice. 

Mr.  CRIPPS  (Gloucester,  Stroud)  said 
that  he  understood  that,  so  far  as  the 
Bill  was  concerned,  there  was  no  proposal 
whatever  to  alter  the  incidence  of  rating. 
It  appeared  to  him  that  the  words  which 
were  proposed  to  be  left  out  were  essential 
to  secure  that,  so  far  as  the  incidence  of 
rating  was  concerned,  the  Bill  should 
make  no  change  at  alL 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  thoucht  that 
some  Members  of  the  House  did  not 
understand  this  clause.  He  understood 
from  the  explanation  of  the  Solicitor- 
General  that  it  might  be  looked  upon 
only  as  a  temporary  exemption. 

Sir  R.  B.  FINLAY  said  that  it  was 
not  necessarily  temporary,  for  it  would 


be  very  desirable  by  a  fair  arran^emeiit 
that  it  should  be  perpetual.  The  object 
of  the  words  was  to  ensure  th^t  the 
exemption  should  not  be  done  away  iprith 
without  provision  being  made: 

Mr.    SYDNEY    BUXTON    saw      no 
objection  to  this,  but  it  should  be  remem- 
bered in  regard  to  these  exemptions    that 
when  these  matters  were  reconsidered  it 
should  be  taken  into  account  what   com- 
pensation, if  any,  was  to  be  paid  to  these 
people.     The  Leader  of  the  House  had 
spoken  of  them  as  being  statutory  exemp- 
tions, and  therefore  it  would  be    very 
difficult    to    interfere    with  them.        He 
understood,  however,  that  in  a  number  of 
cases  they  *  were  not  statutory,  and  there 
ought  to  be  words  inserted  which  would 
exclude  them  from  the  operation  of  this 
clause. 

Mr,  PICKERSGILL  said  he  quite 
agreed  that  unless  injustice  was  to  be 
done,  the  words  of  the  sub-section  were 
necessary.  They  would  come  within 
the  ambit  of  the  scheme,  and  it  might  be 
possible  to  work  out  a  system  by  whicfa^ 
ultimately,  uniformity  would  be  secured. 

The  attorney  -  general  (Sir 
Richard  Webster,  Isle  of  Wight)  said 
that,  so  far  as  he  knew,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  certain  districts,  all  rating  exemp- 
tions were  statutory. 

Mr.  lough  said  the  honourable 
Member  for  Poplar  had  suggested,  and 
the  Government  had  heartily  accepted^ 
his  idea  that  his  Amendment  might  be 
accepted  here,  and  that  on  a  later  clause 
in  the  Bill  an  arrangement  might  be 
made  for  compensation.  As  the  words 
now  stood,  he  thought  they  went  a  great 
deal  further  than  that.  lie  would  point 
out  that  hospitals  and  tithes  in  the  City 
were  exempt  from  rating,  while  outside 
of  London  thev  were  not  exempted.  That 
was  one  of  the  grievances  which  those 
outside  London  interested  in  tithes  com- 
plained  of.  They  ought  to  take  care  to 
make  an  equal  system  in  this  clause,  and 
if  it  was  found  to  press  hardly  upon  any 
particular  person,  let  them  introduce 
words  into  Clause  15  to  provide  compensa- 
tion for  anybody  who  was  aggrieved. 
The  object  of  his  Amendment  was  that 
those  exemptions  and  irregularities  should 
be  swept  away,  and  if  this  clause  was 
passed  in  its  present  form,  such  exemp- 
tions might  continue  for  ever. 
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.*Sm  CHARLES  DILKE  said  the 
Leader  of  the  House  had  stated  that  all 
these  exemptions  rested  upon  statute,  and 
the  Attorney-General  had  just  stated  that 
in  many  districts  the  exemptions  were  not 
statutory. 

Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER  said  he 
stated  they  were  statutory  except  in 
certain  areas. 

""Sir  CHARLES  DILKE  said  that  there 
were  a  very  considerable  number  of  these 
areas  outside  London  in  which  these 
exemptions  had  been  put  an  end  to,  and 
the  Question  was  whether  this  opportunity 
should  not  be  taken  to  put  an  end  to 
them  in  London  also. 

♦Colonel  HUGHES  (Woolwich^  said 
the  words  proposed  to  be  omitted  referred 
to  different  rates,  and  the  question 
whether  A  had  a  right  to  deduct  any- 
thing from  B  was  not  raised,  and  might 
he  dealt  vrith  hereafter.  The  clause  pro- 
vided for  all  the  expenses  of  the  borough 
council  being  levied  out  of  the  general 
rate.  Therefore  it  was  necessary  to  put  in 
something  so  that  the  existing  rights 
would  be  preserved.  If  certain  Acts 
required  to  be  repealed,  that  should  be 
done  specifically,  for  this  Bill  had  been 
brought  in  with  the  idea  of  not  disturbing 
those  rights. 


Mr.  STUART  said  he  was  extremely 
desirous  of  bringing  this  matter  to  a  satis- 
factory conclusion.  Wlien  they  had 
secured  a  uniform  rate,  surely  what  they 
wanted  to  do,  instead  of  putting  in  those 
four  lines,  was  to  state  that  all  exemptions 
of  a  partial  kind  should  hereafter  cease, 
and  then  they  could  proceed  to  protect 
the  interests  of  the  present  occupiers.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  this  clause  was  in  the 
wrong  place,  and  the  word  *' occupier '^ 
was  contrasted  with  "  hereditament,  .and 
he  did  not  know  which  was  the  real  word. 
Really,  they  wanted  to  know  what  the 
sentence  meant.  Assuming  that  it  meant 
the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the 
owners  and  occupiers  of  certain  exempted 
hereditaments,   the   exemption   in    those 


cases  ought  to  cease,  and  along  with  it  the 
protection  of  those  concerned  ought  to 
take  place. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  said  the 
point  raised  by  his  honourable  friend 
l)ehind  him  was  worthy  of  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Government.  The  Government 
agreed  that  these  exemptions  should  be 
extinguished,  and  that  where  they  were 
extinguished  there  should  be  compensa- 
tion. He  suggested  to  the  right  honour- 
able Gentleman  the  introduction  of  some 
such  words  as  these ; — 

"  Shall  make  provinion  for  eztinguishmg  the 
interests  of  the  occupier,  giving  compensation 
where  it  is  desirable. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  quite  agree 
that  some  alteration  in  the  wording  is 
necessary,  as  pointed  out  by  the  honour- 
able Member  for  Hoxton,  for  it  is  not 
right  to  make  "occupiers"  balance 
"hereditaments,"  and  we  must  make 
some  verbal  alteration.  The  honourable 
Gentleman  does  not  differ  from  the 
Government  in  this  respect,  for  he  thinks 
that  it  should  be  made  obligatory. 
He  suggested  that  they  might  meet  the 
object  in  view  by  making  the  clause 
read — 

**Bat  nball  make  proyiaion  for  protectinff 
the  interentfi  of  the  owners  and  occupierB  of 
any  hereditament  which  is  exempt  from  any 
rate  or  liable  to  be  aMHe8»ed  thereto  at  a  lesB 
amount  than  other  hereditaments." 

That,  I  am  aware,  does  not  fully  carry 
out  the  object  of  my  honourable  friend, 
but  the  difference  is  not  very  great,  and 
I  hope  he  will  not  require  a  Division. 

Mr.  lough  thought  he  might  be 
allowed  to  say  that  a  hint  in  the  direction 
of  extinguishing  these  anomalies  ou^ht  to 
be  included.  He  did  not  wish  to  (utiw  a 
hard-and-fast  line,  and  he  admitted  that 
there  might  be  some  cases  where  extinc- 
tion womd  press  very  hardly  upon  the 
occupier.  Ttie  general  impression  was  in 
favour  of  establishing  a  uniform  system. 

Question  put. 

The  Conmiittee  divided : — Ayes,  207  ; 
Noes,  114 — (Division  List  No.  145.) 


AcIand-Hood,Capt.  Sir  Alex.  F. 
Aird,  John 
Allsopp,  Hon.  Geom 
Archaale,  Edward  Mervyn 
Arnold,  Alfred 
AiBold-ForBter,  Hugli  O. 


AYES. 

Aficroft,  Robert 
Atkinson,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Bocot,  Capt  JoscelineFiuRoy 
fiaulie,  James  E.  B.  (InvemeM) 
Bftird,  John  George  Alexander  i 
BiUdwin,  Alfred 


Balfoar,Rt.Hon.A.J^anch'r 
Balfoar,Rt.Hn.  GrIdW.(Leeda 
Banbury,  Frederick  George 
Barnes,  Frederic  Gorell 

Barry  ,KtHnAH  Smith-(Hanta 
Bartley,  George  C.  T. 
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Barton,  Dunbar  Plonket 
Beach,  Rt.  Hn.  Sir  M.  H.  ( Brutol 
Beckett,  Ernest  William 
Begg,  Ferdinand  Faithfnll 
Beresford,  Lord  Charles 
Bhowna^gree,  Sir  M.  M. 
Biddnlpn,  Michael 
Bill,  Charles 

Blaklston-Uouston,  John 
Boscawen,  Arthur  Griftith- 
Boulnois,  Edmund 
Boustield,  William  Roliert 
Bowles,Capt.ILF.  (Middlesex) 
Bowles,  T.  Gibson  (Lynn  Kegi» 
Brassey,  Albert 
BuUard,  Sir  Harry 
•Campbell,Rt,Hn.J.A.(Glasg\v 
CarlUe,  William  Walter 
<^ar»on,  Rt.  Hon.  Edward 
Cavendish,  R.  F.  (N.  Lanes.) 
Cecil,  Evelyn  (Hertford,  East) 
Cecil,  Lord  Hu>rh  (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,  Rt.  Hon.  J.  ( Birm. 
Chamberlain,  J.  Austen(  Wurc'r 
Chaplin,  Rt.  Hon.  Henry 
Charrington,  Sp'ncer 
Chelsea,  Viscount 
Clough,  Walter  Owen 
Cochrane,  Hon.  Thos.  H.  A.  E. 
Coghill,  Douglas  Harry 
Cohen,  Benjamin  Louw 
Col  lings,  Rt.  Hon.  Jes^e 
Colston,  Chas.  Ed  w.H.  A  thole 
Corbett,A.  Caineron(Glartgow) 
•Courtney,  Rt.  Hon.  Leonard  H. 
Cox,  Irwin  Edwd.  B.  (Harrow) 
Cripps,  Charles  Alfred 
Cro**,  Alexander  (Glasgow) 
•Cross,  Herb.  Shepherd  ( Bolton) 
Cruddas,  William  Donaldson 
•Cnrzon,  Viscount 
Dalbiac,  Colonel  Philip  Hugh 
Denny,  Colonel 
Dicksou-Poynder,  Sir  John  P. 
Douglas,  Re.  Hon.  A.  Akeis- 
Duncombe,  Hon.  Hubert  V. 
Dyke,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Wm.  Hart 
Egerton,  Hon.  A.  de  Tatton 
Elliot,  Hon.  A.  Ralph  Douglas 
Fardell,  Sir  T.  George 
Fello  wes,  Hon.  Ailwyn  Edward 
Fin  lay.  Sir  Robert  Banuatyne 
l^isheir,  William  Hayes 
FitzGe  •  aid ,  bir  RobertPen  rose- 
Fitz  Wygram,  General  Sir  F. 
Flannery,  Sir  Furtescue 
Fletcher,  Sir  Henry 
.Flower,  Ernest 
Folkestone,  Viscount 
Forster,  Henry  William 
Jry,  Lewis 
Garht,  WUliam 
•iiibbons,  J.  Lloyd 
GibbB,Hn.  A.G.H.(Cityof  Lnd. 


Allan,  WUliam  (Gateshead) 
Ambrose,  Robert 
Asquith,  Rt.  Hn.  Herbert  Hry. 
Atnerley-Jones,  L. 
Austin,  Sir  John  (Yorkshire) 
Austin,  M.  (Limerick,  W.) 
Baker,  Sir  John 
.Beaumont,  Wentvortti  C.  B. 
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Giles,  Charles  TyrreU 
,  Gilliat,  John  Saunders 
GoluHWurthy,  Major  General 
Gord<in,  Hon.  John  Edward 
Gorst,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  John  Eldcm 
Goschtrn,RtHnGJ(St.Geoiye*s 
Groulding,  Edward  Alfred 
Greene,^.  Ra>mond-(Camb8. 
Gull,  Sir  Cameron 
Gunter,  Colonel 
Hall,  Rt  Hon.  Sir  Charles 
Hamilton,  Rt.  Hon  LordGeoi^ 
Hanbuiy,Rt.  Hon.  Robert  Wm. 
Hanson,  Sir  Reginald 
Haslett,  Sir  James  Homer 
Heaton,  John  Henniker 
Helder,  Augustus 
Henderson,  Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge,  UobertTrotter 
Hoare,  Ed.  Brodie(Hamp8tead 
Uoare,  Samuel  (Norwich) 
Holland,  Hon.  Lionel  R.  (Bow) 
Hornby,  Sir  William  Henry 
Houst.in,  R.  P. 
Howell,  William  Tudor 
Hozier,Hon.  JamesHenry  Cecil 
Hughes  Colonel  Edwin 
Hutton,  John  (Yorks,  N.R.) 
Jeffreys,  Arthur  Frederick 
Jenkins,  Sir  Ji*hn  Jones 
Jessel,Captain  Herbert  Merton 
Johustou,  William  (Belfast) 
Jollitt'e,  Hon.  H.  George 
Kennaway,Rt.  Hon.SirJohnH. 
Kiiuber,  Henry 
Kiiowles,  Lees 

Lawrence,Sir  £.  Duniing-(Com 
Lawrence,  Wm.  F.  (Liverpool) 
Lawson,  John  Grant  (Yorks.) 
Leighton,  Stanley 
Llewelyn,Sir  Diirwyn-(Sw'n8'a 
Lockwood,  Lt.-Col.  A.  R. 
Loder,  Gerald  Walter  Erskine 
Long,  Rt.  Hon. Walter  (L*pool) 
Lowther,Rt.  Hon.  James  (Kent 
Loyd,  Archie  Kirkman 
Lucas-Slmdwell,  William 
Macdona,  John  Cumming 
Maclure,  Sir  John  William 
M'Calmont,  H.  L.  B.  (Cambe.) 
M*Iver,  Sir  L.  (Edinburgh,  W. 
Malcolm,  Ian 
Maple,  Sir  John  Blundell 
Marks  Henry  Hananel 
Martin,  Richard  Biddulph 
Mey.sey-Thomi)son,  Sir  H.  M. 
Middle  more,  JohnThrogmort'n 
Milbank,SirPowlettCtiasJohn 
Milton,  Viscount 
Mil  ward,  Colonel  Victor 
Monk,  Charles  James 
Moon,  Edward  Robert  Pacv 
Moore,  William  (Antrim,  N.) 
Morrison,  Walter 

NOES. 

Billson,  Alfred 
Birrell,  Augustine 
Buchanan,  Thomas  Rybnm 
Burt,  Thomas 
Buxton,  Sydney  Charles 
Caldwell,  James 
Canieron,Sir  Charlee  (Glasgow 
Campbell-Bannerman,  Sir  n. 
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Mofton,  Arthur  H.A>(Peptib<d 
Morray^tHnA  Gt&hAiii(B<ae 
Mnrra»,  Charles  J.  (Coventrr 
Marray,  CoL  Wyndham  {Bmx£ 
Newark,  Viaooant 
Niool,  Donald  Niniaii 
Northoote,Hon.  Sir  ILStAffbra 
Orr-Ewing,  Charles  Landaajr 
Pender,  Sir  James 
Pierpoint,  Robert 
Powell,  Sir  Francis  Slutfp 
Pretyman,  Ernest  Ge<Mnge 
Priestley,SirW.O  vercaidt  £dia. 
Purvis,  Robert 
Pym,  C.  Guy 
Rankin,  Sir  James 
Rasch,  Major  Frederic  Came 
Rentonl,  James  Alexander 
Ritchie,  Rt.  Hn.  Ch.  Tlioii»» 
Robertson,  Herbert  (Hackney » 
Rollit,  Sir  Albert  Kaye 
Royda,  Clement  Mol  jnenx 
Russell,  T.  W.  (Tyrone) 
Samuel,  Harry  S.  (Limelioiise 
Saunderson,Rt.  Hn.CoLEdw.J 
Scoble,  Sir  Andrew  Richard 
Sliarpe,  William  Edwanl  T. 
Sidebotham,  J.  W.  (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom,  William(  Derhysh. 
Simeon,  Sir  Harrington 
Smith,  Hon.  W.  F.  i>.  (Strand) 
Stanley  ,EdwardJas.  (Somerset 
Stanley,  Henry  M.  (Lambeth 
Stanl  y,  Lord  (Lanes.) 
Stewart,Sir  MarkJ.M'Taggait 
Stnrt,  Hon  Humphry  N^ier 
SutherUind,  Sir  Xhomas 
Talbot,  Lord  E.  (Chichester) 
Tal  bot,Rt.  Hn.  J.  G.  (Oxf d  Unr. 
Thorbum,  Waller 
Thornton,  Percy  M. 
Tomlinson,Wm.  Edw.  Monmy 
Tritton,  Charles  Ernest 
Valentia,  Viscoont 
Wanklyn,  James  Leslie 
Webster,  R  G.  (St.  P^uicias) 
Webster,  Sir  R.  E.  (I.  of  Wight 
Welby,  Lieut. -CoL  A.  C.  K. 
Whiteley,  George  (Stockport) 
Whitmore,  Charles  Algernon 
Williams,  Colonel  R.  (Dorset) 
WilliamsJoseph  PoweLl-(Birm. 
Wilson,  J.  W.  (Woroester8ta.N. 
Wilson -Todd,  Wm.  H.  (Yorks. 
Wodehouse  Rt.Hn.E.R.(Bath 
Wolff,  GusUv  WUhelm 
Wortley.Rt.  Hon.  C.  B.  Stuart- 
Wyndham,  George 
Wyvill,  Marmaduke  D'Arcy 
Yerburgh,  Robert  Armstroiiff 
Young,  Commander  (Berks,  £. 
Tellkrs  for  thb    Aybs— 

Sir  WUliam  Walrond  and 

Mr.  Anstruther. 


Causton,  Richard  Knight 
Clark,  Dr.  G.  P.  (Caithneas-Bh) 
Colville,  John 
Crombie,  John  William 
I  urran,  Thomas  (Sligo,  S.) 
Daly,  James 
Dalxiel,  James  Henry 
Davies,  M.  Vatighan-(Cardigaa 
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Davitt,  Michael 
Dilke,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Charles 
Donelan,  Captain  A. 
Dooean,  P.  C 
Doxford,  William  Theodore 
Dann,  Sir  William 
Farquharson,  Dr.  Robert 
Fenwick,  Charles 
Ferxufion,  R.  C.  Munro(Lcith) 
Fitzmaurioe,  Lord  Edmond 
Foster,  Sir  Walter  (Derby  Co. 
Oladfltone,  Rt.  Hn.  Hbrt.  John 
Ooddard,  Daniel  Ford 
Oold,  Chaiies 

Gonrley.SirEdwardTemperley 
Orey,  Sir  Edward  (Berwick) 
•iTuraon,  Sir  William  Brampton 
Hayne,  Rt.  Hn.  Charles  Seale- 
Headerwick,Thoinaa  Chas.  H. 
Hemphill,  Rt.  Hon.  Charles  H. 
Holland, Wm.  H.  (York.W.  R. 
Homiman,  Frederick  John 
Humphreys-Owen,  Arthur  C. 
Hutton,  Alfred  E.  (Morley) 
Jacoby,  James  Alfred 
Joicey,  Sir  James 
Jones,  D.  Brynmor  (Swansea) 
Jones,  William  (Camarvonsh.) 
Kay.Shuttleworth,RtHnSirU. 
Kearley,  Hudson  £. 
Kitson,  Sir  James 


{15  May  1899} 

Lambert,  Georce 
Law8on,SirWiUrid(Cumb'land 
Leese,Sir  Jo^^ephF.  ( Accrington 
Len^,  Sir  John 
Lewis,  John  Herbert 
Lvell,  Sir  Leonard 
Macaleese,  Daniel 
>r Arthur,  William  (Cornwall) 
M'Cartan,  Michael 
M'Kenna,  Reginald 
M'Leod,  John 

Mapnin,  Sir  Frederick  Thorpe 
Menal,  Siglsmund  Ferdinand 
Morgan,  J.  Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Morley,  Charles  (Breconshire) 
Morley,  Rt.  Hn.  J.  (Montrose) 
Moulton,  John  Fletcher 
Norton,  Capt.  Cecil  William 
Nusse}',  Thomas  Willans 
O'Brien,  James  F.  X.  (Cork) 
O'Connor,  James  (Wicklow,W. 
O'Connor,  T.  P.  (Liverpool) 
Oldroj'd,  Mark 

Palmer,SirCharlesM.  ( Durham 
Palmer,  George  W.  (Reading) 
Paulton,  James  Mellur 
Pease,  Alfred  E.  (Cleveland) 
Pease,  Jos-nhA.  (Northumb.) 
Philipps,  Jonn  Wynford 
Pirie,  Duncan  V. 
Price,  Robert  John 


Government  BUI. 
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Reckitt,  Harold  James 
Rickett,  J.  Compton 
Robertson,  Edmund  (Dundee) 
Robson,  William  Snowdon 
Schwann,  Charles  E. 
Hcott,  Chas.  Prestwich  (Leigh) 
Shaw,  Charles  Edw.  (Stafford) 
Sinclair,Capt  John  ( Forf arshira 
Stanhope,  Hon.  Philip  J. 
Steadman,  William  Charles 
Stevenson,  Francis  S. 
Sullivan,  Donal  (Westmeath) 
Thomas,  Alfred  (GUmorg.  £.) 
Thomas,DavidAlfred(  Merthyr 
Trevelyan,  Charles  Philips 
Ure,  Alexander 
Wallace,  Robert  (Edinburgh) 
Wallace,  Robert  (Perth) 
Walton,  Jos»'pb  (Barnsley) 
Warner,  Thomas  Conrtena^  T. 
Wedderbum,  Sir  William 
Weir,  James  Gallowav 
Whittaker,  Thtimas  Palmer 
Williams,  John  Carvell  (Notts. 
Wi'son,  John  (Durham,  Mid) 
Wilson,  John  (Govan) 
Woodall,  WUliam 
Yoxall,  James  Henry 
Tellers    for    the    Noes, 

Mr.  Lough  and  Mr.  James 

Stuart. 


Mr.  PICKERSGILL  said  the  object 
of  the  Amendment  he  now  proposed  was 
to  prevent  a  repetition  of  the  great  in- 
justice which  was  done  under  the  Act  of 
1888,  the  effect  of  which,  by  incorporating 
the  metropolitan  sewers  rate  in  the 
county  rate,  was  to  sweep  away  the  ex- 
emption which  occupiers  had  from  the 
sewers  rate,  and  to  throw  the  burden  of 
the  rate  upon  them.  The  effect  of  the 
present  Bill  would  be  the  same  with 
regard  to  the  local  sewers  rates,  and 
therefore  he  had  drafted  this  Amendment 
to  prevent  it. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  uage  6,  line  38,  at  end,  to  insert  '  and 
shall  also  provide,  that  as  between  landlord 
4Uid  tenant  every  tenant  who,  if  this  Act  had 
not  been  passed,  would  have  been  entitled  to 
deduct  against  or  to  be  repaid  by  his  1  <nd- 
lord  any  sum  paid  by  such  tenant  on  account 
of  the  sewers  rate,  shall  in  like  manner  be 
entitled  to  deduct  against  or  to  be  repaid  by 
his  landlord  such  portion  of  the  general  rate 
as  represents  the  sewers  rate.' " — (afr.  Pickent- 
gill') 

Question  proposed — 
**  That  thoee  words  be  there  inserted." 

Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER  pointed 
out  that  even  if  he  agreed  with  the 
Amendment  this  was  not  the  proper 
place  for  it  to  be  introduced.  It  was 
obvious  if  what  was  desired  by  the 
honourable  Gentleman  who  moved  it  was 
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to  be  done  it  would  have  to  be  done  by 
some  clause.  The  insertion  of  the 
words  suggested  would  not  have  the 
desired  effect.  If  the  honourable  Member 
desired  to  carry  the  matter  further  he 
would  have  to  bring  in  a  new  clause.  The 
Amendment  could  not  be  accepted. 

Mr.  STUART  asked  whether  the 
Government  would  not  see  that  the  same 
thing  did  not  occur  under  this  Bill  as 
occurred  with  regird  to  the  metropolitan 
sewers  rate.  The  supporters  of  the 
Amendment  would  be  quite  satisfied  if  a 
clause  was  introduced  to  protect  the 
occupiers.  Under  the  Act  of  1888  the 
metropolitan  sewers  rate  had  been 
merged  in  the  county  rate,  with  the 
result  that  it  was  held  to  be  all  one  rate, 
and  therefore  no  deductions  could  be 
allowed.  That  would  happen  again  under 
this  Bill  if  care  was  not  taken  to  prevent 
it.  The  occupiers  ought  in  his  opinion  to 
be  protected,  and  if  the  words  suggested 
by  the  Amendment  gave  no  aa^uate 
protection  the  Amendment  might  be  with- 
drawn, but  if  it  were  he  thought  the 
Attorney-General  ought  to  undertake  to 
bring  in  a  clause  which  would  have  the 
effect  which  it  was  desired  to  attain  by 
the  Amendment. 

Sir  RICHARD  WTSSTER :  I  have 
endeavoured  to  indicate  that  this  is  what 
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must  be  done ;  but  the  first  sub-section 
is  not  the  place  to  introduce  it.  I  shall 
be  glad  to  look  into  the  matter  and  see 
what  can  be  done,  but  it  must  be  done  in 
Sub-section  2. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  said  he  under- 
stood from  his  previous  remarks  that  the 
honourable  ana  learned  Gentleman  was 
against  the  Amendment,  but  if  he 
admitted  the  point  which  had  been  put 
to  him,  then  he  (Mr.  Pickersgill)  would 
postpone  the  matter.  If,  on  the  other 
hand,  there  was  any  substantial  difference 
of  opinion,  the  question  ought  to  be  fought 
out  now.  The  eflfect  of  the  clause  would 
be  to  merge  the  sewers  rate  into  the 
general  rate,  and  the  burden  would  be 
put  upon  the  tenants,  who  certainly 
ought  to  be  protected  against  any 
su^  thing  If  there  was  any  such 
difference  of  opinion  between  the 
honourable  and  learned  Gentleman  and 
himself,  he  should  have  to  take  the 
opinion  of  the  Committee  on  the  question. 
If  there  was  not,  then  he  should  be  pre- 
pared to  withdraw  the  Amendment. 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE 
(Wilts,  Cricklade)  thoueht  that  the  only 
difference  which  existed  was  as  to  where 
the  Amendment  ought  to  come  in.  He 
suggested  that  any  question  on  which  a 
substantial  difference  of  opinion  existed 
might  be  met  by  enacting,  if  it  were  not 
enacted  already,  that  if  there  were  a 
sewers  rate  it  shoidd  be  properly  defined, 
and  deduction  should  be  allowed.  The 
Poor  Eate  included,  for  instance,  many 
other  rates  besides  the  Poor  Eate,  with 
regard  to  which  there  were  no  exemptions 
at  present,  but  if  deductions  already 
existed  the  Amendment  might  be  accepted 
in  a  modified  form. 

Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER  believed 
that  there  was  already  some  statutory 
definition  of  the  rates,  but  he  main- 
tained that  whatever  was  done  in  this 
matter  ought  to  be  done  on  Sub-section  2 
of  the  Bill,  which  provided  that  all  the 
rates  should  be  merged  into  one  rate. 
His  honourable  and  learned  friend  the 
Solicitor-General  hatl,  however,  suggested 
to  him  that  it  would  be  possible  to  add 
some  words  at  the  end  of  Sub-section  2 
which  would  protect  both  landlord  and 
tenant. 

Mr.  ASQUITH   (Fife,    E.) :   I   agree 


Gentleman  the  Attomev-General.  This  \s 
a  matter  of  considerable  importance,  aaii 
there  is  obviously  a  substantial  grievance. 
The  tenant  at  present  has  a  statutory  right, 
except  where  he  has  bartered  it  &va j,  to 
make  this  particular  deduction  with  r^^uti 
to  the  sewers  rate.  That  rate  is  now 
going  to  be  consolidated  into  a  genersJ 
rate,  and  it  would  be  a  great  injustice  if 
the  tenant^s  right  of  deduction  with 
regard  to  the  sewera  rate  should  be 
annihilated. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  matter  is 
one  which  may  require  consideratioD 
between  this  and  the  Eeport  stage  ;  but 
the  view  we  take  at  present  is  ^at  the 
objection  might  be  met  by  the  adding  of 
some  such  words  as  ^*  that  this  shall  not 
affect  any  right  between  landlord  and 
tenant  as  to  the  deduction  of  any  rate.' 
That  expresses  the  intentions  of  the 
honourable  Gentleman.  The  only  question 
is  whether  those  words  are  the  best  th^t 
can  be  found. 

Mr.  STUART  said  that  all  that  was 
wanted  was  an  assurance  that  the  statutory 
right  now  vesting  in  the  occupier  should 
not  cease  to  exist,  which  was  only  justice. 
It  would  have  been  impossible  to  conceive 
that  such  a  difficulty  could  have  aiisen 
had  it  not  occurred  under  the  Act  of 
1888.  A  scheme  might  possibly  be  de- 
vised by  which  a  fixed  sum  should  be 
deducted  from  the  general  rate,  in  the 
future,  as  representing  the  sewers  rate. 
It  might  be  difficult  to  do,  but  it  was  not 
impossible  to  make  such  an  arrangement* 
He  pointed  out  that  with  regard  to  the 
previous  Act  the  President  of  the  Boaitf 
of  Trade  was  of  opinion  that  a  small  Bill 
ought  to  have  beeh  brought  in  to  set 
the  matter  right.  He  would  rather 
the  right  honourable  Gentleman  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  would  not  commit 
himself  to  any  words  at  present ;  he  would 
much  prefer  that  he  would  undertake  to 
deal  with  the  matter  without  doing  so  r 
besides  which,  he  very  much  doubted 
whether  the  words  suggested  would 
cover  the  matter.  What  was  requirwi 
was  that  he  would  deal  with  the  matter 
in  some  such  way  as  was  suggested  by 
the  Amendment  as  soon  as  he  had  satis- 
fied himself  as  to  what  was  the  true 
position. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Then,  perhaps,. 


with  the  right  honourable  and  learned  |  we  had  better  leave  this  question  until  we 
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come  to  Sub-section  2.  We  are  all 
agreed  as  to  the  object  of  the  Amtnd- 
nient,  and  before  we  get  to  the  end  of 
Sub-section  2  the  matter  shall  be  con- 
sidered. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  expressed  his 
willingness  to  postpone  the  matter  until 
the  end  of  Sub-section  2,  but  he  had 
grave  doubts  as  to  whether  the  words 
suggested  by  the  right  honourable  Gentle- 
man the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
would  meet  the  case.  It  did  not  seem  to 
bim  that  they  did. 

Amendment  by  leave  withdrawn. 

Mr.  CRIPPS  moved  to  amend  the 
third  section  of  the  clause,  which  is  as 
follows — 

"  Where  a  borough  comprises  more  than 
one  parish,  the  amount  to  be  raided  to  meet 
the  expenses  of  the  borough  council  or  other 
sums  payable  as  part  of  their  expenses  shall 
be  divided  between  the  parishes  in  proportion 
to  their  rateable  value. 

In  discussing  questions  of  valuation 
and  assessment,  it  was  important  to  make 
the  Bill  as  simple  and  uniform  as  possi- 
ble. The  object  of  his  Amendment  was 
to  introduce  the  borough  itself  in  place 
of  the  parish.  The  advantage  of  that 
arrangement  would  appear  by  the  reading 
into  the  rating  clause  the  Amendments 
of  which  he  had  given  notice.  Under 
the  proposal  in  the  Bill  there  would  be 
difficulty  in  the  collection  and  levying  of 
rates  and  appointment  of  overseers,  out 
under  his  plan  there  would  be  the 
borough  unit  for  the  valuation  and  assess- 
ment and  the  council  appointing  the 
overseers.  He  did  not  think  anyone 
would  doubt  that  if  a  scheme  of  that 
kind  was  carried  out  it  would  be  an  im- 
mense improvement  on  the  proposals  in 
the  Bill.  In  dealing  with  valuation  and 
assessment  the  Government  should  see 
that  they  were  absolutely  fair  for  all  pur- 
poses, both  local  and  imperial.  Everyone 
was  aware  that  at  the  present  time, 
according  to  the  Valuation  Act  of  1869, 
the  metropolis  was  far  in  advance  of  any 
other  part  of  the  country,  l>ecause  there 
was  in  the  metropolis  one  basis  of  assess- 
ment, and  the  report  of  the  Royal  Commis- 
sion on  Local  Taxation  was  in  favour  of 
bringing  the  countrv  up  to  the  metropoli- 
tan tevel.  Nor  hacl  any  difficulty  arisen 
in  regard  to  unions  which  in  London,  as 
elsewhere,  dealt  with  self-governing  and 


overlapping  areas,  when  once  a  fair  basis 
was  established.  All  he  wanted  was  to 
have  the  best  possible  machinery  for  val- 
uation and  assessment  in  the  simplest 
possible  way.  He  begged  to  move  to 
omit  the  words  "  where  a  borough  com- 
prises more  than  one  parish. 

Amendment  proposed — 

In  page  7,  line  3,  to  leave  out  the  words 
"  Where  a  borou^'h  comprises  more  than  one 
parish.*  "—f'J/r.  Cripps.J 

Question  proposed — 

"  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  oat 
stand  part  of  clawe." 

Sir  R  B.  FINLAY  said  his  hon.  and 
learned  friend  would  to  a  great  extent 
carry  the  Committee  with  him  as  to  the 
desirability  of  as  far  as  possible  getting 
rid  of  the  complications  caused  by  division 
in  the  parishes,  but  in  its  present  form 
the  Amendment  would  introduce  great 
confusion  in  the  work  of  Local  Govern- 
ment. It  could  not,  therefore,  be  accepted. 
If  they  were  going  to  have  a  rated  area 
in  all  the  boroughs  coincident  with  their 
boundaries  they  must  so  renarrange  their 
unions  that  they  did  not  overlap  out  of 
one  borough  into  another.  But  where 
there  were  four  boroughs,  comprising,  say, 
four  parishes  with  tnree  in  one  union, 
and  one  in  another  union,  they  must 
retain  the  parish  as  the  rating  unit  when 
they  had  to  get  contributions  from  that 
parish  as  a  portion  of  another  union.  If 
they  had  the  borough  as  the  rating  unit 
then  they  had  not  the  materials  for 
dealing  with  the  contributions  to  be  made 
to  the  Union  of  which  one  of  the  parishes 
in  the  borough  formed  part.  But  there 
were  other  difficulties.  Under  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Equalisation  of  Rates  Act» 
distribution  of  the  money  between  the 
parishes  was  made  according  to  their  pop- 
ulation, and  the  Agricultural  Eating  Act, 
1896,  dealt  with  the  distribution  of  the 
amounts  where  several  parishes  were 
under  one  spending  authority,  between 
parishes  according  to  assessable  value» 
and  so  a  conflict  would  arise  between  the 
machinerv  of  these  sections,  because,  as 
Amendea,  the  thini  section  would  read — 

**  The  amount  to  be  raised  to  meet  the 
expenses  charged  on  the  county  rate,  or  other 
sums  payable,  shall  be  divided  between  the 
borougiis  in  proportion  to  their  rateable 
value. 

For  these  reasons  he  hoped  the  Commit- 
tee  would  not  accept  the  Amendment. 

Y  2 


631 


London 


{COMMONS} 


Govemmeni  Bill. 


632 


Mr.  STUART  said  he  agreed  that  the 
Bubject  was  an  extremely  difficult  one  to 
deal  with.     He  had  had  the  pleasure  of 
sitting  on  a  Commission  relating  to  the 
subject,   and  he    would  venture   to  say 
that    the    first    Report     of    that    Com- 
mission was  one  that  deserved  the  most 
serious  attention  of  the  House.     He  also 
agreed  that  London  was,  in  the  matter  of 
assessment,  very  considerably  in  front  of 
the  rest  of  the  kingdom.     So  far  as  the 
circumstances    allowed,  the    Commission 
agreed  that  London  should  be  dealt  with 
by  the  same  principle  that  they  desired 
to  apply  to  the  rest  of  the  kingdom.     But 
while  he  agreed  with  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  in  his  desire  that    the  parish 
should  not  be  the  unit  concerned  in  the 
arrangements    under    this   Bill,    he    did 
not    think    that    he    accomplished    this 
purpose   by  the    Amendment   proposed. 
As  it  stood   now,   Sub-section   3  was  a 
direction  as  to  how  the  borough  rate  has 
to  be  dealt  with  within  the  four  walls  of 
the  borough,  when  they  came  to  deal  ^vith 
separate  parishes  in  the  borough.     Where 
there  were  not  separate  parishes  in  the 
borough   no  difficulty  arose,   but  where 
there    were     separate     parishes    in    the 
borough  they  had,  under  Sub-section  3, 
directed  how  to  deal  with  those  parishes 
in  raising  the  new  borough  rate,  which 
included  the  Poor  rate,  the  County  Coun- 
cil rate,  the  School  Board  rate,  and,  in 
fact,  all  the  rates  that  were  to  be  charged 
within  the  borough.     But  if  the  proposal 
of  the   hon.  and   learned   Member   were 
adopted,  only  the  County  Council   rate 
would  be  taken,  and  it  would  be  a  direc- 
tion as  to  how  that  rate  was  to  be  divided 
amon^    the    different    boroughs.       That 
would   be   an  absolute  transformation  of 
the  sub-section.     It  might  or  might  not 
be  a  reasonable  way  of  dealing  with  the 
subject,   but  it  would  be  matter  for  a 
separate  section  or  clause. 

Mr.  CRIPPS  said  there  seemed  to  be 
a  misapprehension  as  to  the  effect  of  the 
Amendment.  Under  his  proposal  they 
might  still  raise  what  sums  they  liked 
from  areas  they  called  parish  unions, 
boroughs,  or  counties ;  and  that  power 
would  not  be  interfered  with  in  the  least. 
It  was  a  mere  question  of  assessment,  and 
the  most  simple  and  uniform  way  in  which 
to  make  it  was  the  right  way.  Why 
should  they  not  take  the  borough  area  as 
the  most  convenient  and  simple  imit  for 
the  purposes  of  valuation  and  assessment  1 


The  second  Amendment  he  had  on  the 
paper,  that  the  amount  to  be  raised 
should  go  to  meet  the  eicpenses  charged 
on  the  county  rate,  was  an  arguable 
point,  and  on  reflection,  he  thought  there 
were  difficulties  with  regard  to  that.  But 
if  the  words  "  where  a  borough  comprises 
more  than  one  parish,"  were  got  rid  of,  the 
sub-section  for  the  purpose  for  which  it 
was  inserted  in  the  Bill  went.  He  pn»- 
posed  to  confine  himself  entirely  to  that, 
in  order  that  the  borough  area  should  W 
taken  as  the  proper  area  for  valuation  and 
assessment  purposes,  and  that  the  borou^ 
council  should  appoint  their  overseers,  or 
be  the  overseers  themselves. 

Sir  R.  B.  FINLAY  said  his  hon.  and 
learned  friend  instead  of  proposing  the 
Amendment  he  did  a  quarter  of  an  hour 
ago,  was  now  proposing  quite  a  different 
Amendment — namely,  the  omission  of  the 
third  sub-section.  He  entirely  objected 
to  this  new  proposal,  as  he  had  done  to  th< 
other,  and  for  this  reason,  that  they  must 
under  existing  circumstances,  have  the 
parish  as  a  unit  for  some  purposes. '  Tfaev 
could  not  dispense  with  that.  They  coutl 
not  make  every  borough  one  parish,  much  as 
for  other  reasons  they  should  like  to  do  it, 
until  the  machinery  of  the  poor  law  was 
simplified,  so  that  unions  would  not  over- 
lap into  difl'erent  boroughs.  As  long  as 
they  had  different  parishes  in  one  borough 
there  must  be  some  provision  for  the 
manner  in  which  the  borough  charges 
were  to  be  distributed  over  the  different 
parishes.  The  Amendment  now  proposeii 
could  not  but  be  mischievous  in  its  effects, 
and  the  discussion  of  it  was  merel}^  a 
waste  of  time. 

Mr.  ASQUITH  thought  that  his  hon. 
and  learned  friend  had  led  the  Committee, 
with  the  best  motives  in  the  world,  into  a 
complete  fog.  If  he  had  moved  to  omit 
the  sub-section  then  they  would  have 
known  where  they  were. 

Mr.  CRIPPS  said  he  had  dealt  with 
the  matter  in  the  same  way  as  was  done 
in  Bristol  and  other  places,  where  for  the 
purpose  of  certain  Acts  the  borough  was 
constituted  one  parish. 

Mr,  ASQUITH  said  that  in  order  to 
understand  the  Amendment  thev  had  to 
look  at  other  Amendments  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  placed  on  the 
paper.     He  thought  that  the  hon.   and 
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learned  Gentleman's  object  was  to  allocate 
the  county  rate,  but  he  appeared  now  to 
have  some  other  object.  Tney  should  be 
emplojrin^  their  time  much  more  profitably 
by  acceptmg  the  preliminary  words  of  the 
sub-section,  which  indicated  a  case  that 
must  be  dealt  with,  and  then  proceed  to 
consider  what  was  the  best  way  to  deal 
with  it. 

Mr.  L.  R.  HOLLAND  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Bow)  said  it  seemed  to  him  that  the 
assessment  should  be  by  the  parish  area, 
or  the  borough  area,  and  that  was  con- 
veniently raised  by  his  hon.  and  learned 
friend  by  moving  the  omission  of  the  sub- 
section. The  objection  that  a  borough 
might  extend  to  two  or  more  poor-law 
unions,  or  that  a  poor-law  union  might 
overlap  into  the  borough  was  a  kind  of  ob- 
jection that  could  not  be  maintained.  It 
could  be  met  without  any  great  difficulty 
by  providing  that  the  borough  council 
shomd  make  a  separate  valuation  list  for 
each  ward  of  the  poor-law  area,  on  which 
the  poor-law  guaidians  could  easily  raise 
the  necessary  amount  by  precept.  Very 
serious  objection  could  be  taken  to  the 
proposal  to  have  the  assessment  done  by 
the  parish,  and  not  by  the  borough  area. 
Of  course,  they  knew  this  Bill  did  not 
provide  for  a  uniform  rate,  but  he  thought 
the  Committee  would  admit  that  what- 
ever view  might  prevail  on  that  subject, 
it  was  inexpedient  to  have  a  variety  of 
rates  that  did  not  depend  on  any  principle. 
For  instance,  in  the  case  of  Westn  inster, 
which  would  contain  live  parishes,  if  the 
proposal  of  Sub-section  2  was  carried  out 
there  would  be  five  rating  authorities  and 
five  different  rates,  and  five  different  con- 
tributions. 


Mr.  STUART  advised  his  hon.  and 
learned  friend  to  vrithdraw  his  Amend- 
ment. He  could  then  move  to  omit  Sub- 
section 3,  in  order  to  substitute — 

*'  That  each  borough  shoald  constitute  a 
parish  for  the  making  and  collection  of  rates.  >» 

Then  they  could  have  a  further  Amend- 
ment moved  for  the  distribution  of  the 
central  rates,  such  as  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  proposed. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said  that  the 
Amendment  would  not  decide  the  question 
raised.    He  very  earnestly  suggested  to 


the  Committee  to  pass  from  this  Amend- 
ment  as  soon  as  possible,  and  come  to  the 
important  problems  which  the  Committee 
had  to  decide.  They  ought  to  have  a 
question  put  from  the  Chair  on  which  they 
could  vote  "  Aye  "  or  "  No." 

Mr.  CRIPPS  said  this  was  an  extremely 
important  matter.  The  way  in  which  he 
moved  his  Amendment  M^as,  in  his  opinion, 
the  most  convenient  form,  and  this  was 
the  most  convenient  stage  of  the  Bill  at 
which  to  decide  whether  they  were  to 
have  the  borough  or  parish  as  the  unit. 
He  was,  however,  quite  willing  to  withdraw 
his  Amendment,  and  substitute  for  it  the 
omission  of  sub-Section  3. 


Mr.  COURTNEY  was  very  loth  to 
interfere  on  this  question,  for  he  was  not 
quite  sure  if  he  were  a  perfect  master  of 
it ;  but  he  doubted  whether  the  sugges- 
tion made  was  the  best  way  out  ofthe 
difficulty.  The  proper  plan  would  be  to 
withdraw  the  Amendment  and  leave  Sub- 
section 3  untouched,  and  then  to  move  to 
insert  before  the  sub-section  another  sub- 
section which  would  deal  with  the  simple 
question  of  the  borough  being  made  the 
assessment  unit. 


!  ♦Colonel  HUGHES  said  the  question 
i  of  assessment  had  not  yet  arisen.  The 
!  clause  merely  dealt  with  the  division  of 
the  amount  raised  by  the  county  council. 
!  They  must  have  assessment  by  parishes, 
'  for  different  accounts  had  to  dealt  with. 


Mr.  CRIPPS  begged  leave  to  withdraw 
the  Amendment  in  order  to  move  after- 
wards the  omission  of  Sub-section  3« 


Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed — 

'*  In  page  7,  line  3,  to  leave  out  Sub-section 
(3.) — {Mr.  Cripps.) 

Question  put — 

"  That  the  words  '  where  a  borough  com- 
prises more  than  one  pari£<li '  Ktand  part  of  the 
clause." 


The  Committee  divided ; — Ayes  223  i 
Noes  129.-.(Divi8ion  List  No.  146.) 
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the  Amendment  to  be  a  practical  and  just 
one.  He  was  glad  to  hear  from  the 
Solicitor-Greneral  that  there  was  much  to 
be  said  for  making  these  charges  metro- 
politan charges,  and  when  they  put  down 
that  Amendment  they  certainly  did  hope 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would 
see  his  way  to  accept  it.  If  they  came 
to  the  cases  of  individual  parishes,  they 
would  find  that  in  consequence  of  the 
different  modes  in  which  compound  rates 
were  taken  and  the  different  ways  in 
which  rebates  were  allowed,  differences 
existed  which  ought  not  to  prevail.  In 
the  case  of  Poplar  he  found  the  difference 
amounted  roughly  to  about  3d.  in  the 
pound ;  and  when  they  had  three  parishes 
comprising  one  borough  he  did  not  think 
that  there  ought  to  be  any  difference 
made  with  regard  to  the  cost  of  collection, 
seeing  that  it  arose  from  the  way  in 
which  property  was  assessed. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  said  he  should 
like  to  point  out  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  that  the  Bill  proposed  that 
where  a  borough  consisted  of  several 
parishes  the  same  persons  should  be 
appointed  to  act  as  overseers  for  all  the 
parishes.  Surely,  then,  this  was  the 
proper  place  for  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  STUART  said  he  regarded  this 
as  an  extremely  important  Amendment. 
If  they  were  going  to  constitute  boroughs 
which  should  combine  a  variety  of 
parishes,  some  poor  and  some  rich,  they 
ought  certainly  to  do  away  with  this 
anomaly.  It  was  the  case  with  London 
parishes  that  in  proportion  to  their  pov- 
erty the  leakages  were  great ;  the  richer 
the  parish  the  smaller  the  leakage.  He 
did  not  know  whether  the  Solicitor-Gene- 
ral recognised  the  fact  that  the  leakages 
varied  from  about  a  ^d.  rate  to  a  Is.  4d. 
rate.  He  did  not  think  his  hon.  friend's 
Amendment  went  far  enough :  he  pre- 
ferred the  words  of  his  own  Amendment — 
that  *'  they  shall  be  levied  at  an  equal 
rate  in  the  pound  over  the  whole 
borough."  He  did  not  think  that  the 
Amendment  of  his  hon.  friend  would  cover 
the  case  of  loss  from  empty  houses,  which 
certainly  did  not  come  into  the  cost  of  col- 
lection. He  hoped  the  Government  would 
accept  the  principle  of  the  Amendment ; 
suitable  words  could  be  framed  later  on. 
What  they  wanted  to  have  was  a  uniform 
rate  for  the  whole  borough,  and  they  did 
not  want    the    wealthier    portion  of    a 

Mr.  Sydney  Buxton, 


borough  to  turn  its  back  on  the    poorer 
portion.     Why  should  the   poorer  part  of 
a  parish  be  punished  by  the    impositioR 
of  a  heavier  rate  in  perpetuity  T     As  he 
had  pointed  out,  the   variation  'was    very 
considerable,  and  he  knew   of  conti^oos 
parishes  in   which  the  difference  iras  as 
much  as  9d.      Personally  he  was  entirely 
in  favour  of  making  this  a  metropolft&a 
charge,  but  if  they  could  not  do  that,   let 
them  at  least  make  it  a  borongh  charge. 
This  was  one  of  the  conditions  of    poorer 
life  which  made  poverty  its  own  punish- 
ment.    Very  much  of  the  difference  arose 
in  the  case  of  tenement  dwellings,  where 
the  owner,  in  consideration  of  paying  the 
rates,  was  allowed  a  certain  amount  off. 
This  was  found   to  be  convenient    to  all 
parties,  but  as   from  20  per  cent,  to  25 
per  cent,  was  frequently  allowed,  it   con- 
stituted an  enormous  addition  to  the  cost 
of  collection   in  the  poor  districts.     He 
urgently  pressed  on  the  Government  the 
consideration   of  this  Amendment,  which 
he  submitted   was  a  fundamental   one  as 
regarded  the  question  of  rating. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:   The  Govern- 
ment are  far  from  denying  that  there 
may  be  a  hardship  in  the  poorer  districts, 
arising  from  the  fact  that  there  is  a  leak- 
age in  the  rate  collected.     This  hardship, 
which  varies  in  different  localities,  can  only 
be  dealt  with  by  some  scheme  of  equalisa- 
tion  of    rates  either  in  respect  of  the 
whole  metropolis  or  as  regards  the  subor- 
dinate areas  of  the  metropolis.   I  strongly 
deprecate  any  attempt  to  deal  with  this 
question  in  the  Bill.     It  seems,  at  all 
events  on  the  face  of  it,  it  would  be 
equitable  to  throw  the  loss  on  the  whole 
of  the  metropolis  where  the  County  Coun- 
cil charge  is  concerned,    to  throw  the 
whole  of  the  loss  on  the  boroueh  where 
the  borough  charge  is  concemeo,  and  to 
throw  the  whole  oi  the  loss  on  the  union 
where  the  union  is  concerned;  but  the 
plan  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  leave  out 
the  union  and  the  County  Council  and  to 
throw   the    whole   of    the    loss  on  the 
boroush  does  not  appear  to  me  to  be  a 
logical  or  fair  way  of  dealing  with  the 
problem. 

Mr.  STUART:  The  County  Council 
rate  would  come  in. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  But  it  ie  not 
equalised  over  the  area  of  the  county 
council.    I  would  specially  point  out  to 
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the  hon.  Member  that  under  the  exieting 
law  there  is  power  to  make  the  parish 
coterminous  with  the  borough,  and  to 
modify  union  boundaries,  so  as  to  pre- 
vent them  overlapping.  On  the  whole,  I 
advise  the  Committee  not  to  attempt  in 
this  Bill  any  transfer  of  the  charge  from 
one  area  to  another,  for  that  would  raise 
the  very  difficult  and  complicated  ques- 
tion of  equalisation.  I  think  that  if  1  at- 
tempted to  touch  the  fringe  of  this  subject 
in  tne  somewhat  illogical,  although  well- 
meant,  method  su^ested  bv  the  two  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  we  should  only  be 
involving  ourselves  in  a  very  complex 
question,  which,  in  this  Bill,  it  would  be 
impossible  for  us  to  deal  with  in  a  broad 
ana  comprehensive  spirit. 

♦Colonel  HUGHES  said  that  if  they 
had  equalisation  over  the  boroughs  of  the 
loss  with  regard  to  empties,  that  would 
be  an  injustice  to  the  poorer  parishes  in 
the  borough,  for  it  was  well  known  that 
there  were  fewer  small  than  large  houses 
empty.  Indeed,  the  loss  on  empties  in 
most  boroughs,  and  especially  in  those 
containing  mixed  panshes,  arose  to  a 
great  degree  with  regard  to  the  larger 
class  of  property.  Therefore,  if  the  loss 
were  spread  over  the  whole  borough, 
poor  and  rich  would  alike  have  to  pay, 
instead  of,  as  at  present,  the  rich  paying 
the  greater  portion. 

Mr.  BAETLEY  said  a  great  deal  of 
the  loss  depended  on  the  mode  of  collec- 
tion. Islington  was  a  parish  which  might 
be  considered  as  very  poor,  and  it  cer- 
tainly got  the  largest  share  under  the 
Equalisation  of  Kates  Bill.  Yet  their 
losses  were,  perhaps,  smaller  than  those 
of  any  other  parisn,  simply  because  they 
had  a  most  efficient  system  of  rate  collect- 
ing. He  held  that  it  was  of  great  impor- 
tance that  the  same  system  should  prevail 
throughout  a  borough,  and  he  should, 
thereK>re,  support  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  L.  R  HOLLAND  said  he  under- 
stood the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
when  speaking  on  the  question  of  the 
equalisation  of  the  charges  incurred  for 
duties  administered  by  the  London 
County  Council,  to  support  the  principle 
that  those  charges  should  be  equalised 
over  the  whole  county  council  area.  That 
was  predsely  what  this  Amendment  pro- 
poseo,  viz., — that  where  special  duties 
were  cast  upon  a  borough  council,  the 


cost  of  performing  them  should  be  spread 
over  the  whole  borough  area.  As  lar  as 
the  county  council  rate  was  concerned,, 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treashry  had  ad- 
mitted that  it  should  be  equalised. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  said  it  was 
a  question  which,  in  my  judgment,  should 
not  be  raised  on  this  Bill.  I  admitted 
that  there  might  be  good  reasons  for 
throwing  over  the  whole  county  council 
area  any  leakage  occurring  in  regard  to> 
the  county  council  rate. 

Mr.  L.  R.  HOLLAND  said  they  were 

now  considering  the  amount  to  be  raised 

to  meet  the  expenses  of    the   borough 

councils,  and  he  submitted  it  was  clear  tlmt 

that  amount  should  be  equally  borne  by 

the  whole  borough.     This  was,  of  course 

a  matter  of  detan,  but  it  was  important 

I  for  the  reason  that  it  applied  only  to  two 

I  of  the  scheduled  areas.     He   supported 

I  the  Bill  on  the  assumption  that  these  areas 

;  were    suitable    areas    for    homogeneous 

boroughs,  but  if  they  were  to  be  sepa* 

rated  in  the  matter  of  rate  collection,  etc.^ 

let  them  be  separated  in  every  way. 

Captain  NORTON  (Newington,  W.> 
said  the  idea  of  the  Bill  was  to  group  to- 
gether a  certain  number  of  parishes » 
taking  it  for  granted  that,  by  so  group- 
ing them,  districts  would  be  formed  whidi 
could  be  better  governed  than  they  now 
were.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  him- 
self agreed  to  the  application  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Amendment  in  the  matter  of 
the  county  council  rate,  yet  he  would  not 
extend  it  to  the  boroughs.  Did  he  not 
know  that  there  were  areas  around  Lon- 
don where  more  than  one-third  of  the 
property  consisted  of  tenement  property,, 
and  where  as  much  as  25  per  cent,  dis- 
count was  allowed  to  the  owner  to  facili- 
tate the  collection  of  rates?  He  hoped 
that  in  the  interests  of  the  poorer  dis- 
tricts throughout  London  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  give  way. 

Mr.  M'KENNA  (Monmouth,  N.)  said 
he  should  like  to  point  out  that  in  the  Re- 
port of  the  Royal  Commission  on  Local 
Taxation  this  year  a  recommendation  was 
made  on  exactly  the  same  lines  as  the 
Amendment. 

Mr.  lough  said  there  was  a  very 
small,  but,  at  the  same  time,  a  just  prin- 
ciple involved  in  the  Amendment,  and  ha 
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hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
reconsider  his  decision.  It  should  be  re- 
membered that  it  was  for  the  benefit  of 
the  whole  borough  that  the  rates  were 
collected.  It  was  in  the  poorer  parishes 
that  the  greatest  loss  occurred  in  the  col- 
lection of  rates,  and  Government  pro- 
posed   to    continue    that    loss,    thereby 


perpetrating  a  great  injustice.  He  ven- 
tured to  think  there  was  no  charg^e  ^which 
could  be  more  fairly  spread  over  the  whole 
borough. 

Question  put — 

The  Committee  divided : — Ayes,    103; 
Noes,  203.     (Division  List,  No.  147.) 


Allan,  William  (Gateshead) 
Allison,  Robert  Andrew 
Atherley-Jones,  L. 
Austin,  Sir  John  (Yorkshire) 
Baker,  Sir  John 
Beaumont,  Wentworth  C.  B. 
Bhownaggree,  Sir  M.  M. 
Billson,  iUfred 
Bolton,  Thomas  Dolling 
Bryce,  Rt.  Hon.  James 
Bums,  John 
Burt,  Thomas 
Buxton,  Sydney  Charles 
Caldwell,  James 
Campbell- Bannerman,  Sir  H. 
Carmichael,  Sir  T.  D.  Gilwon- 
Causton,  Richard  Knight 
Channing,  Francis  Allston 
Clark,  Dr.  G.  B.  (Caithness-sh 
Clough,  Walter  Owen 
Colvule,  John 

Courtney.Rt.Hon.  Leonard  H. 
Crombie,  John  William 
Ourran,  Thomas  B.  (Donegal) 
Curran,  Thomas  (Sligo,  S. ) 
Daly,  James 
Dalziel,  James  Henry 
Davies,  M  Vaughan-(Cardigan) 
Davitt,  Michael 
DUke,  Rt.  Hn.  Sir  Charles 
Donelan,  Captain  A. 
Doogan,  P.  C. 
Dunn,  Sir  William 
Evans,  Samuel  T.  (Glamorgan) 
Fenwick,  Charles 
Gladstone,  Rt.  HnHerbertJohn 


Allhusen,  Augustus  Henry  E. 
Anson,  Sir  William  ReynoU 
Archdale,  Edward  Mervyn 
Arnold,  Alfred 
Ascroft,  Robert 
Atkinson,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Ba^ot,Capt.  Josceline  FitzRoy 
Baird,  Jonn  George  Alexander 
Baldwin,  Alfred 
Balfour,Rt.  Hon.  A.J.  (Manch'r 
Balfour,  Rt  Hn  Gerald  W  ( Leeds 
Banbury,  Frederick  George 
Barnes,  Frederick  Gorell 
Bartley,  George  C.  T. 
Barton,  Dunbar  Plunket 
Beach,  Rt.  H  n.  SirM.  H.  ( Bristol 
Beacli,  W.  W.  Bramstonj  Hants. 
Begg,  Ferdinand  Faithfull 
Bethel],  Commander 
Bond,  Edward 
Boscawen,  Arthur  Griffith- 
Bousfield,  William  Robert 
Bowles,  Capt.  H.  F.(  Middlesex 
Bowles,  T. Gibson  (Lynn  Regis) 


Mr.  Lotigh. 


AYES. 

Goddard,  Daniel  Ford 
Gurdon,  Sir  William  Brampton 
Haldane,  Richard  Burdon 
Hayne,  Rt.  Hon.  Charles  Seale- 
Hedderwick,Thoma8CharlesH 
Hemphill,  Rt.  Hon. Charles  H. 
Holland,  Hn.  Lionel  R.  (Bow) 
Holland,  Wm.  H.  ( York, W.  R. 
Horniraan,  Frederick  John 
Humphreys-Owen,  Arthur  C. 
Hutton,  Alfred  E.  (Morley) 
Jones,DavidBrynmor(Swans'a 
Jone?^,  William  (Camarvonsh. ) 
Kearley,  Hudson  E. 
Lambert,  George 
Laurie,  Lieut  -General 
Len^,  Sir  John 
Lewis,  John  Herbert 
Lyell,  Sir  Leonard 
Macaleese,  Daniel 
M'Arthur,  William  (Cornwall) 
M'Kenna,  Reginald 
M'Leod,  John 

Mappin,  Sir  Frederick  Thorpe 
Menu  I,  Simsmuod  FerdinanH 
Morgan,  J  .Lloyd  ( Carmarthen ) 
Morley,  Rt.  Hn,  John(Montrode 
Moulton,  John  Fletcher 
Norton,  Capt.  Cecil  William 
Nussey,  Thomas  Willans 
O'Connor,  Arthur  (Donegal) 
O'Connor,  T.  P.  (Liverpool) 
Oldroyd,  Mark 
Palmer,SirCharlesM.  (Durham 
PeiAse,  Alfred  E.  (Cleveland) 
Pease,  Joseph  A.  (Northumb.) 

NOES. 

Brassey,  Albert 
Brodrick,  Rt.  Hon.  St.  John 
Bullard,  Sir  Harry 
Butcher,  John  Georfi;e 
Cavendish,  R.  F.  (N.  Lanes.) 
Cayzer,  Sir  Charles  William 
Cecil,  Evelyn  (Hertford,  East) 
Cecil,  Lord  Hugh  (Greenwich) 
Chaloner,  Captain  R.  G.  W. 
Chamberlain,Kt.  Hn.  J.  ( Birm. ) 
Chamberlain,  J.  Austen(  Worc'r 
Chaplin,  Rt.  Hon.  Henry 
Charrington,  S{)encer 
Clare,  Octavius  Leigh 
Clarke,  Sir  Edward  (Plymouth 
Cochrane,  Hon.  Thos.  H.A.E. 
Coghill,  Douglaa  Hany 
Cohen,  Benjamin  Louis 
CollingB,  Rt.  Hon.  Jesse 
Compton,  Lord  Alwyne 
Cook,  Fred.  Lucas  (Lambeth) 
Corbett,  A.  Cameron  (Glasgow 
Cripps,  Charles  Alfred 
Cross,  Alexander  (Glasgow) 


Philipps,  John  Wynford 
Pirie,  Duncan  V. 
Price,  Robert  John 
Reid,  Sir  Robert  Threshie 
Roberts,  John  Bryn  (Flifion) 
Robnon,  William  Snow  Jon 
Schwann,  Charles  £. 
Scott,  Chas.  Prestwich  (Leigh; 
Shaw,  Charles  Edw.  (Stafford) 
Shaw,  Thomas  (Hawick  B.) 
Sinclair,  Capt.  John  (Forfar) 
Smith,  Samuel  (Flint) 
Spicer,  Albert 

Steadman,  William  Charies 
Stuart,  James  (Shoreditch) 
Sullivan,  Donal  (Westineath) 
Thomas, Alfred  (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas,David  Alfred(  Merthyr 
Trevelyan,  Charles  Phillipe 
Wallace,  Robert  (Edinbai^h) 
Wallace,  Robert  (Perth) 
Walton,J(»hnLawson(L€>ed9,S. 
Warner,  Thomas  Courtenay  T. 
Webster,  R.  G.  (St.  Pancias) 
Wedderburn,  Sir  William 
Weir,  James  Galloway 
Whittaker,  Thomas  Palmer 
Williams,  John  Cancel!  (Notts.) 
Wilson,  John  (Govan) 
Wilson,  Jos.  H.  (Middlesbrough 
Yoxall,  James  Henry 

Tellers  for  the  Ayes— 
Mr.  Pickersgill  and  Mr. 
Lough. 


Cross,  Herb.  Shepherd  (Bolton) 
Cruddas,  William  Donaldson 
Cubitt,  Hon.  Henry 
Curzon,  Viscount 
Dalkeith,  Earl  of 
Davie8,SirHoratioD  (Chatham 
Dickson-Poynder,  Sir  John  P. 
Dixon-Hartland,  Sir  F.  Dixon 
Doughty,  George 
Doufflas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Doxford,  William  Theodore 
Duncombe,  Hon.  Hubert  V. 
Dyke,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  W.  Hart 
Fardell,  Sir  T.  George 
Fellowes,Hon.  Ail^'yn  Edward 
Finch,  George  H. 
Finlay,  Sir  Robert  Bannatyne 
Fisher,  William  Hayes 
FitzGerald,Sir  RobertPenroee- 
Fitz  Wygram,  General  Sir  F. 
Fletcher,  Sir  Henry 
Folkestone,  Viscount 
Forster,  Henry  William 
Fry,  Lewis 
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■OallowaT,  William  Johnson 
c;arlit,  William 
CUbbonA,  J.  Lloyd 
Oibbfl.Hn.  AG  H  (CityofLondon 
i;ileH,  Charles  Tyrrell 
lUlliat,  John  Saundem 
i  i  old» worthy,  Major-General 
Oordon,  Hon.  John  Edward 
<ioret,  Rt.  Hn.  Sir  John  Eldon 
GoMchen,  RtHnG.  J.(StGeorge'8 
IJortchen,  George  J.  (Sussex) 
<ioulding,  Edward  Alfred 
Oraham,  Henry  Robert 
ivretton,  John 
(.vull,  Sir  Cameron 
iJunter,  Colonel 
Hamilton,  Rt.  Hn.  Ld  George 
Hanbury,  Rt.  Hon.  Robert  n . 
HanHon,  Sir  Reginald 
Ha^lett,  Sir  James  Homer 
Heaton,  John  Henniker 
Henderson,  Alexander 
Herman- Hodee,  Robt.  Trotter 
Hoare,  Edw.  Brodie  (Hampntd 
Hornby,  Sir  William  Henry 
Houldsworth,  Sir  Wm.  Henry 
Houston,  R.  P. 
Howorth,  Sir  Henry  Hoyle 
Hubbard,  Hon.  Evelyn 
Hughes,  Colonel  Edwin 
Hutton,  John  (.Yorks,  N.R.) 
Jeffreys,  Arthur  Frederick 
Jessel,Captain  Herbert  Merton 
Johnstone,  Hey  wood  (Sussex) 
Jolliffe,  Hon.  H.  George 
Kennawav.Rt.Hn.Sir  John  H. 
Kimber,  Henry 
Lawrence,SirE.  Duming-(Com 
Lawrence,  Wm.  F.  (Liverpool) 
Lawson,  John  Grant  (YorkB.) 
Leigh-Bennett,  Henry  Currie 
Leighton,  Stanley 
Lleweljm,SirDillwyn-(Sw'n8ea 
Lockwood,  Lt.-Cof.  A.  R. 
Loder,  Gerald  Walter  Erskine 


{15  May  1899} 

Long,  Rt.  Hn.  Walter  (L'pool) 
Lopes,  Henry  Yarde  Buller 
Loyd,  Archie  Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell,  William 
Lvttelton,  Hon.  Alfred 
Macdona,  John  Cumming 
Maclure,  Sir  John  William 
Maple,  Sir  John  Blundell 
Massey-Mainwarinc,Hn.  W.  F. 
Mel  V  ille,  Beresf ord  Yalen  t  ine 
Meysey-Thompson,  Sir  H.  M. 
M  iddlemore,  Jhn.Throgmorton 
Milbank,  Sir  Powlett  Chas.  J. 
Milton,  Viscount 
Milward,  Colonel  Victor 
Monk,  Charles  James 
Moore,  William  (Antrim,  N.) 
Mo  e,  Robt.  Jas]>er  (Shropshire 
Morgan, Hn.  Fred  (Monm  tlish. 
Morrell,  Geoive  Herbert 
Morton,  A.  H.  A.  (Deptford) 
Mount,  William  George 
Muntz,  Philip  A. 
Murray,  Rt.  Hn.  A.  G.  (Bute) 
Murray,  Charles  J.  (Coventry) 
Murray,  Col.  Wyndham  (Bath) 
Northcote,  Hon.  Sir  H.  Stafford 
Orr-Ewing,  Charles  Lindsay 
Penn,  John 
Percy,  Earl 

Philfpotts,  Cfiiptain  Arthux 
Pierpoint,  Robert 
Pilkmgton,  Richard 
Piatt- Higffins,  Frederick 
Pollock,  Harry  Frederick 
Powell,  Sir  Francis  Sharp 
Priestley,  Sir  W.  O.  (Edm.) 
Purvis,  Robert 
Pym,  C.  Guy 

Rentoul,  James  Alexander 
Richardson,SirThos.  ( Hartlep'l 
Ritchie,Rt.  Hn.  Chas.  Thomson 
Robertson,  Herbert  (Hackney) 
Rollit,  Sir  Albert  Kaye 
Round,  James 
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Royds,  Clement  Molyneux 
Rus.sell,  T.  W.  (Tynine) 
Ryder,  John  Herl)ert  Dudley 
Saunderson,  Rt.  Hon.  Col.  E.  J. 
Scoble,  Sir  Andrew  Richard 
Sliarpe,  William  Edward  T. 
Sideoottom,  William  (Derby) 
Simeon,  Sir  Barrington 
Smith,  Hn.  W.  F.  D.  (Strand) 
Spencer,  Ernest 
Stanley,  Henry  M.  (Lambeth) 
Stanley,  Lord  (Lanes.) 
Stephens,  Henry  Charles 
Stewart,  Sir  M  J.  M'Taggart 
Stone,  Sir  Benjamin 
Strauss,  Arthur 
Sturt,  Hon.  Humphry  Napier 
Sutherland,  Sir  Tliomas 
Talbot,  Rt.  Hn.J.G.(Ox.Univ. 
Thorbum,  Walter 
Thornton,  Percy  M. 
Tomlinson,  Wm.  Edw.  Murray 
Tritton,  Charles  Ernest 
Valentia,  Viscount 
Warr,  Augustus  Frederick 
Webster,  Sir  R.  E.  (Isle  of  W) 
Wentworth,  Bruce  C.  Vemon- 
Whiteley,  George  (Stockport) 
Whiteley,H .  ( Ashton-unaer-L. 
Whitmore,  Charles  Algernon 
Williams,  Col.  R.  (Dorset) 
Williams,  Joseph  Powell  (Binn 
Wilson, J.  W.  (Worcestersh.  N. 
Wodehouse,Rt.Hon  E.R  (Bath 
Wolff,  Gustav  WUhelm 
Wortley,  Rt.  Hn.  C.  B.  Stuart- 
WjTidham,  George 
Wyudham-Quin,  Major  W.  H. 
Wyvill,  Marmaduke  D'Arcy 
Young,  Commander  (BerksE.) 
Younger,  William 

Tellers  for  the  Noes^ 
Sir  William  Walrond  and 
Mr.  Anstruther. 


Mr.  STUART  said  that  he  had  an 
Amendment  on  the  Paper  to  omit  certain 
vrords  in  Sub-section  3  which  he  did  not 
quite  understand.  That  sub-section  pro- 
vided that — 

**  Where  a  borough  comprises  more  than  one 
parish  the  amount  to  be  raised  to  meet  the  ex- 
|)enses  of  the  lx>rough  council  or  other  sums 
payable  as  i)art  of  these  expenses  shall  be 
divided  between  the  parishes  m  proportion  to 
their  rateable  value. 

Was  that  meant  to  include  the  county  rate, 
the  precept  from  the  school  board,  and 
other  central  rates,  or  not ;  or  was  it  meant 
to  apply  only  to  the  expenses  incurred  by 
the  county  council  as  such  7 

Sir  R  B.  FINLAY  pointed  out  that 
the  other  rates  were  already  provided  for 
by  the  Acts. 

Mr.  STUART  understood  that  this 
clause  only  applied  to  the   expenses  in- 


curred by  the  county  council  as  such,  ex" 
elusive  of  the  central  cost  of  expenses  in 
London. 


Sir  R.  B.  FINLAY  did  not  think  that 
any  such  provision  was  wanted,  because  it 
was  already  provided  for. 

Mr.  STUART  said  he  regretted  very 
much  that  this  provision  did  not  cover  the 
whole  of  the  rates,  central  and  otherwise, 
for  he  thought  they  would  find  themselves 
in  a  still  greater  fog  than  they  were  in  now. 
Apart  from  what  mieht  arise  from  loss  of 
collection,  he  contended  that  there  was  no 
want  of  logic  in  his  Amendment,  which 
simply  provided  that  all  the  inhabitants  of 
the  borough  should  be  treated  in  the  same 
way  and  on  the  same  basis  and  pay  the 
same  general  rate.  He  begged  to  move 
his  Amendment. 
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Amendment  proposed — 


"  In  page  7,  line  5,  to  leave  out  the  words 
from  toe  words  *  shall  be/  to  the  end  of  the 
subsection,  in  order  to  insert  the  words  *  levied 
at  an  equal  rate  in  the  pound  over  the  whole 
borough.'" — {Mr.  James  Stuart.) 

Question  proposed — 

"That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out 
stand  part  of  the  clause." 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUK :  I  do  not  know 
that  I  have  much  to  add  to  what  I  have 
said  before  upon  this  point  This  question 
really  ought  to  be  considered  in  connection 
with  the  whole  subject  of  leakage,  and  not 
in  connection  with  this  branch  of  the  sub- 
ject. I  would  ask  the  Committee  to  resist 
the  very  attractive  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Grentleman  opposite,  which  I  am  convinced 
would  lead  us  into  difficulties  and  endless 
complications,  and  finally  into  an  arrange- 
ment which  could  not  be  regarded  as 
satisfactory  settlement  of  this  subject. 

Mr.  lough  pointed  out  that  if  the 
only  difficulty  was  in  connection  with  the 
poor  law  surely  it  would  be  quite  easy  to 
arrange  a  method  by  which  this  difficulty 
could  be  overcome,  and  it  would  be  quite 
easy  to  carry  out  the  Amendment  which 
his  hon.  friend  proposed.  Islington  was 
the  largest  parish  in  the  Metropolis,  and  it 
was  now  going  to  be  formed  into  a  borough 
council.  If  Islington  were  divided  like 
manv  other  districts  so  that  some  of  the 
poor  districts  would  form  parishes  by 
themselves,  then  the  loss  there  would  be 
very  great.  The  reason  why  the  loss  there 
was  so  little  at  present  was  because  it  was 
one  poor  law  union  and  one  parish  and 
one  borough  council,  and  the  loss  which 
arose  in  poor  localities  was  there  spread 
all  over  the  borough,  and  that  was  what 
they  wanted  to  be  the  case  in  the  boroughs 
throughout  London. 

Mr.  R.  G.  WEBSTER  thought  it  was 
desirable  to  have  an  equal  rate  all  over 
London,  which  should  be  defined  in  the 
Bill.  In  the  constituency  which  he  had 
the  honour  to  represent  there  was  the 
richer  district  of  Regent's  Park,  and  the 
very  poor  district  of  Somers  Town,  which 
was  probably  one  of  the  poorest  districts 


in  London.  If  they  were  going  to  form 
other  parishes,  they  should  be  unifomily 
rated  and  assessed,  and  uniformly  managed. 
Suppose  he  lived  on  one  side  of  the  street 
and  his  rates  were  5s.  in  the  pound,  and 
he  found  that  on  the  other  side  of  the 
road  his  richer  neighbours  in  a  different 
ward  were  rated  at  4s.  6d.  in  the  pound, 
naturally  he  would  consider  that  he  was 
hardly  living  in  the  same  borough.  He 
thought  this  was  a  question  upon  which 
the  Government  might  do  something  for 
the  uniformity  of  rating. 

Mr.    STEADMAN    (Tower    Hamlets. 
Stepney)  said  he  rose  for  the  purpose  of 
obtaining    some    information     from    the 
Government.    Under  the  Schedule  Poplar 
was    already    scheduled     as    a    borough 
council.       Whitechapel,     Mile    End,    St, 
George^s,  and  Limehouse,  were  still    left 
to  be  scheduled.   Assuming  that  Mile  End 
and   Limehouse   were   scheduled   as   one 
borough    they    would    then     have    two 
parishes  with  two  Poor  Law-  administra- 
tions.  In  Limehouse  the  rates  were  68.  4d.» 
and  in  Mile  End  6s.  8d.  If  they  were  made 
into  one  borough  he  wished  to  know  would 
the  rates  remam  the  same  ?     Then,  again,, 
the  Mile  End  Union  believed  in  granting 
outdoor  relief,  and  paid  £4,000  a-year  in 
that  way ;  on  the  other  hand,  Limehouse 
did  not  believe  in  outdoor  relief,  and  the 
result  was  that  the  poor  rate  was  much 
lower.      Were  they  to  understand   that 
under  this  Clause  Limehouse  and  Mile  End 
would  still  continue  to  administer  the  poor 
rate  in  their  own  way  ?  So  far  as  the  equali- 
sation of  rates  was  concerned  it  was  based 
upon  population,  and  if  Limehouse  and 
Mile  End  were  made  one  borough  Mile 
End  would  lose  under  the  new  borough 
council  system  unless  the  equalisation  was 
going  to  be  administered  in  accordance 
with  the  present  state  of  things. 

Mr.  McKENN a  contended  that  if  they 
had  different  rating  authorities  they  would 
never  get  any  uniform  rating  at  all. 

Question  put. 

The  CJommittee  divided  : — Ayes,  149  ; 
Noes,  73.— (Division  List  No.  148.) 
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Mr,  CEIPPS  said  he  thought  the 
Amendment  he  had  now  to  propose  would 
make  the  rate  quite  general,  although  he 
did  not  think  that  it  was  a  question  upon 
which  it  would  be  necessary  to  divide  the 
Committee. 

Amendment  proposed — 

**  In  pa^  7,  line  7,  to  leave  out  from  begin' 
ning,  to  *  shall/  in  line  9,  and  insert  *  Where 
any  rate  is  required  to  be  levied  over  aportion 
only  of  a  borough,  such  rate.' " — {Mr,  Cripps.) 

Question  proposed — 

"  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out 
stand  part  of  clause." 

Sir  R  B.  FINLAY  thought  this  was  a 
point  upon  which  opinions  might  differ, 
but  they  preferred  the  words  in  the  Sub- 
section, which  covered  the  whole  ground, 
and  were  a  little  more  precise. 

Mr,  STUART  asked  if  he  was  right  in 
supposing  that  the  object  of  this  Amend- 
ment was  to  enable  the  overseers  appointed 
by  the  borough  council  to  act  in  the 
various  parishes  under  all  circumstances  ? 

Mr.  cripps  replied  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hoxton  was  quite  right  in 
assuming  that  that  was  the  motive  of  his 
Amendment.  He  understood  from  the 
learned  Solicitor-General's  reply  that  all 
the  cases  were  already  covered,  and  under 
the  circumstances  he  asked  leave  to  with- 
draw his  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  11  : — 

Mr.  lough,  in  moving  to  omit  Sub- 
section (1),  said  he  wished  to  substitute  a 
more  uniform  system  for  the  anomalous 
system  which  at  present  existed.  He 
thought  this  Amendment  would  at  any  rate 
be  a  suitable  opportunity  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  explain  what  they  intended  to  do 
with  regard  to  the  question  of  the  over- 
seers. Practically,  the  whole  matter  was 
settled  in  this  clause,  and  the  first  Sub- 
section gave  the  council  of  each  borough 
the  duty  and  power  of  appointing  over- 
seers. London  was  almost  unanimous 
that  the  present  system  was  not  the  best 
one  to  adopt,  and  that  the  borough 
councils  themselves  should  be  overseers. 
The  effect  of  this  Sub-section,  if  adopted, 


would  be  to  establish  several  bodies  rf 
overseers  with  separate  offices  and  sepa- 
rate staffs. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  ti  page  7,  line  13,  to  leave  out  Siib-«ec«ioa 

(1)."— (-«»•.  Laugh.) 

Question  proposed — 

"  That  the  words  *  After  the  appointed  day 
stand  part  of  the  clause." 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber  who  has  just  sat  down  has  made  an 
appeal  to  the  Gk)vemment  to  state  their 
views  upon  this  question.  We  quite  agree 
that  the  overseers  should  be  under  the 
control  of,  and  should  be  appointed  by,  and 
responsible  to,  the  borough  council.     We 
also  hold  that  they  should  be  personally 
liable  for  the  conduct  of  their  important 
functions.     The  Local  Gk)vemment  Board 
has  always  held  this  view  very  strongly, 
and,  in  so  far  as  that  Department   is  con- 
cerned, they  have  declined  to  allow  per- 
sonal responsibility  to  be  merged  in  cor- 
porate responsibility.     The  advantage  of 
that  is  quite  clear.   The  duty  of  overseers 
is  twofold,  and  with  regard  to  both  sets 
of  their  functions  personal  responsibility 
should  be  retained.     They  are  responsible 
for  the  collection  of  the  rates,  and  also 
for  the  preparation  of  the  lists.    So  far  as 
the  collection  of  rates  is  concerned,  it  cer- 
tainly seems  right   that  there  should  be 
the  power  of  legal  remedy  against  persons 
responsible  for  these  sreat  financial  trans- 
actions, involved  in  which  are  the  personal 
rights  of  the  individual  ratepayer,  and  by 
a  parity  of  reasoning  it  is  most  important 
that  in  the  Imperial  duty  of  the  prepara- 
tion of  the  lists  there  should  be  a  remedv, 
not  against  the  corporation,  but  against 
individuals,  for  wrongs  done,   or  which 
might  be  done,  to  other  individuals  in 
their  capacity  as  citizens,  and  as  persons 
who  had  a  right  to  take  part  in  the  direct 
government  of  the  country.     If  the  duty 
of  collecting  the  rates  and  preparing  the 
lists  is  in  any  way  merged  in  the  corpora- 
tion, everybody  knows  that  personal  re- 
sponsibility will  entirely  cease.     That  is 
tne  reason  why  the  Grovernment  has  not 
adopted  the  plan  which  exists  in  the  case 
of  one  or  two  vestries  in  London  at  the 
present  time — namely,  the  plan  of  making 
the     vestry,  or,  in  any  case,  the  Board 
of  Guardians,    overseers,    in  their    cor- 
porate   capacity.      We     entirely   agree 
with   hon.    Gentlemen  who   favour  this 
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Amendment  in   desiring   that  the  func- 
tions   and    appointments  of     overseers 
and  the  management  of  their  work  should 
be  put  in  the  nands  of  the  new  borough 
councils.     We  do  not  wish   to   deprive 
them  of  any  part  of  the  functions  and 
duties  which  tney  may  desire  to  perform. 
I  shall,  therefore,  be  prepared,  if  it  will 
meet  the  views  of  hon.  Gentlemen,   to 
make  it  obligatory  that  the  overseers  shall 
be  members  of  the  borough  council.     If 
that  is  done,  it  is  clear  that  the  overseers 
would  practically  be  a  committee  of  the 
borougn    council,    personally    liable,    no 
doubt,  to  outside  suitors  for  the  perform- 
ance of  their  duties,  but  as  regarded  the 
borough  council,  they  wiU  be  a  committee. 
I  cannot  see  that  that  is  in  any  sense  dero- 
gatory to  the  borough  council.     It  is  well 
Known  to  the  Committee  that  borough  coun- 
cils in  the  provinces  have  only  the  man- 
agement of  their  own  police  iii  the  sense 
that  there  is  a  committee  composed  of 
their  members,  called  the  Watch  Committee, 
which  is  responsible  for  the  police,  and  for 
law  and  oider  within  their  area.     The 
fact  that  there  is  a  statutory  committee 
dealing  with  such  matters  is  not  deroga- 
tory to    the    great    provincial    borough 
councils,  nor  do  I  see  that  it  would  be  in 
any  sense  derogatory  to  the  new  boroughs 
which  are  being  created  if  we  were  in  a 
somewhat  similar,  though  not  absolutely 
identical,  fashion  to  throw  the  duties  of 
the  overseers  upon  what  would  be  a  com- 
mittee of  the  members  of  each  council. 
By  that  arrangement  we  shall  certainly 
preserve    what    the    Local    Government 
Board  attaches  ^reat  value  to — namely, 
personal  responsibility ;   and  therefore  I 
shall  be  quite  satisfied  to  have  this  com- 
mittee.    On  the  othe^  hand,  I  should  have 
thought  those  hon.  iriends  of  mine  who 
desire  to  see  the  borough  councils  thrown 
into  closer  touch  with  the  work  of  the 
overseers  would  find  in  the  solution  I  have 
provided  a  plan  which  would  meet  their 
wishes.     I  hope,  if  it  does  not  give  them 
everything  they  desire,  they  will  recog- 
nise that,  at  aU  events,  it  is  a  step  in  the 
direction  of  ^heir  wishes,  and  that  they 
will  be  content  to  accept  the  plan  I  place 
before  them. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  thought  that 
the  proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  was  better 
than  the  proposal  contained  in  the  Bill, 
because  under  it  it  was  obligatory  for  the 
overseers    to    become    members    of    the 


borough  councils.  But,  nevertheless,  the 
overseers  would  still  have  everything  in 
their  hands ;  the  power  would  not  pass 
into  the  hands  of  the  whole  borough 
councils,  but  into  a  committee.  He  him- 
self thought  it  would  have  been  much 
better  if  the  previous  proposal  had  been 
accepted,  because  in  1894  the  Local 
Government  Board  were  given  the  power 
to  transfer  the  powers  of  overseers  to  the 
vestries,  and,  as  a  result,  at  the  present 
time  it  was  in  the  hands  of  no  less  than 
15  of  the  most  important  vestries  in 
London.  So  far  as  he  was  aware,  no  diffi- 
culty had  arisen  with  regard  to  the  matter, 
and  the  only  argument  adduced  against 
the  power  of  the  overseers  being  given  to 
the  new  borough  councils  was  that,  as 
they  acted  in  the  corporate  capacity,  it 
would  be  difficult  for  an  individual  to 
obtain  any  remedy  from  them.  That 
might  be  so,  but  at  all  events  he  would 
be  able  to  obtain  it  through  the  town 
clerk,  who  is  responsible,  and  so  far  as 
any  action  could  be  brought  at  all  it 
could  be  brought  against  him. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  You  cannot 
distrain  on  the  town  clerk. 

Mr.  lough  :  But  you  can  distrain 
upon  the  rates. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  thought 
there  was  no  case  where  an  individual 
brining  an  action  against  the  town  clerk 
could  not  recover.  Looking  at  the  fact 
that  these  powers  were  already  in  the 
possession  of  15  vestries,  he  did  not  see 
that  there  was  any  reason  for  withholding 
them  from  the  new  bodies  to  be  created 
by  the  Bill.  He  hoped  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  reconsider  the 
matter.  In  his  opinion  the  borough 
councils  certainly  ought  to  be  the  over- 
seers, and  having  regard  to  the  excellent 
manner  in  which  the  corporate  capacity 
had  worked  he  should  support  the 
Amendment  if  it  went  to  a  Division. 

Sir  ALBERT  ROLLIT  (Islington,  S.) 
said  the  progress  that  had  been  made  with 
the  Bill  was  due  to  the  manner  in  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  had  laid  himself  open  to 
consider  representations  from  both  sides 
of  the  House.  In  this  particular  instance 
he  sincerely  hoped  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  have  regarcf  to  the 
views  which  had  been  expressed,  and  that 
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he  would  reconsider  this  point  before  the 
Eeport  stage.  It  was  alleged  against  the 
proposal  that  a  corporate  body  could  not 
afford  such  security  as  an  individual,  but 
in  his  opinion  the  security  which  it  could 
afford  was  much  greater  than  any  which 
could  be  given  by  an  individual. 
Instances  had  been  given  in  which  it  was 
shown  that  this  power  in  the  hands  of  a 
corporate  body  was  most  advantageous. 
A  corporation  could  be  indicted  He  did 
not  see  that  the  matter  in  question  could 
be  in  any  way  compared  to  a  Watch 
Committee.  The  Watch  Committee  was 
an  institution  which  no  doubt  worked  well, 
but  in  this  case,  as  he  understood,  there 
was  not  to  be  a  committee  of  several 
members,  but  one  or  two  persons  only 
were  to  be  responsible.  The  difficulty, 
in  his  opinion,  would  be  to  get  councils 
to  appoint  men  who  would  be  person- 
ally responsible.  All  that  he  desired  was 
that  the  matter  should  be  reconsidered. 
This  clause  was  a  vital  one  to  those  vestries 
which  already  possessed  the  power.  If  it 
were  allowed  to  go  bhrough  in  the  present 
form,  it  would,  in  his  opinion,  cause  a 
feeling  of  intense  disappointment  in  the 
metropolis. 

Captain  NOKTON  pointed  out  that 
power  had  been  ^ven  to  transfer  these 
duties  to  the  vestries,  and  it  could  not  be 
denied  that  certain  parishes  did  exercise 
them  with  great  satisfaction  and  ad- 
vantage, and  where  the  duties  were  not 
performed  by  the  vestry,  four  gentlemen, 
who  were  not  paid,  were  appointed  for 
the  purpose.  He  thought  that  when  the 
new  boroughs  came  into  exisbence  it 
would  be  impossible  for  the  council^  to 
appointa  sufficient  number  of  persons  whose 
knowledge  of  the  borough  was  such  that 
they  could  undertake  those  functions.  He 
certainly  thought  these  duties  should  be 
performed  by  the  boroughs  themselves, 
and  the  responsibility  could,  if  necessary, 
be  fixed  on  the  town  clerk.  He  believed 
that  in  a  large  number  of  parishes  the 
overseers  had  been  influenced  by  large 
local  interests,  with  the  result  that  certam 
property  had  been  under-rated.  The 
practice  was  rampant,  and  for  years  the 
public-houses  in  many  parishes  had  been 
under-rated  to  a  scandalous  degree.  The 
voters'  lists  were  simply  copies  of  the  rate 
book  and  nothing  more,  and  in  certain 
parts  of  poor  parishes  where  the  property 
was  principally  tenement  property,  where 
the  compounders  were  supposed  to  make 
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an  annual  return,  either  a  most  imperfect 
one,  or  none  at  all  was  made,  in  c(<fi- 
sequence  of  which  hundreds  of  voters  wert 
disfranchised.  Having  regard  to  the  vet 
portant  duties  which  devolved  upon  tk 
overseers,  he  thought  those  functioio 
ought  to  be  performed  by  the  loca. 
governing  body.  He  hoped,  thereft»rc, 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  i> 
consider  this  matter  and  place  the  re- 
sponsibility for  those  duties  where  it  ought 
to  be — namely,  in  the  hands  of  th^ 
popularly  elected  bodies  of  the  districts. 

♦Colonel  HUGHES  said  the  difficultr 
which  would  have  to  be  faced  would  U 
the  opposition  of  those  vestries  which  ha<i 
undertaken  the  duties  of  overseers.  \i\ 
some  cases  the  power  went  back  to  18I>, 
and  those  who  had  exercised  these  powers 
for  many  years  were  not  Ukely  to  forep- 
them  without  a  struggle.  There  wene, 
no  doubt,  many  objections  to  indepen- 
dent overseers.  As  soon  as  they  were 
I  appointed  they  could  do  just  what  thev 
liked  for  a  twelvemonth,  and  if  the  vesirv 
or  any1)ody  else  spoke  to  them  as  to  the 
way  in  which  they  performed  their  duties, 
their  reply  simply  was  that  they  wen- 
elected  for  that  period  and  they  would 
do  as  they  pleased.  Nobody  could  s»^* 
I  what  they  were  doing.  He  did  nut 
suggest  that  they  would  do  anything 
wrong,  but,  after  all,  overseers  were  only 
human  like  other  people.  If  the  coun 
cils  were  called  upon  to  perform  the  dutie.< 
of  the  overseers,  the  chief  of  which  was 
to  make  the  rate,  they  would  feel  a  very 
much  higher  responsibility  than  any 
vestry.  They  would  be  responsible  for 
their  own  part,  and  for  the  explanation 
of  the  other  part.  Those  vestnes  which 
had  possessed  these  powers  for  many 
vears  would  l)e  loth  to  give  them  up,  and 
It  would  be  a  great  improvement  in 
administration  that  these  independent 
borough  councils  should  make  the  rates 
and  be  responsible  for  them,  rather  than 
that  halfna-dozen  individuals  should  do  so 
who  were  absolutely  irresponsible.  It  had 
been  contended  that  most  of  the  objec- 
tions to  this  clause  would  be  met  by  there 
bein^  a  statutory  committee  of  the  council ; 
but  m  the  one  case  the  borough  council 
would  be  responsible,  and  in  the  other 
the  gentlemen  forming  the  committee 
would  be  responsible  to  no  one,  not  even 
the  borough  council.  They  could  meet 
when  they  liked,  and  the  council  could 
ask  them  no  questions.      The  duty  of  the 
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borough  council  was  to  govern  the 
borough,  and  they  could  not  do  so 
properly  unless  they  exercised  the  func- 
tions of  the  overseers  of  the  borough 
direct. 

Mr.   PICKERSGILL  said  that  if  the 
announcement  of  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  as  to  the  overseers*  clause  was 
to  be  regar(]ed  as  the  final  decision  of  the 
Government,  it  would  cause  the  greatest 
disappointment    to    both    sides    of    the 
House,   and  also  to  the  public  at  large. 
What  was  the  proposal  which  the  right 
hon.    Gentleman    now    submitted,    and 
which  he  asked  the    House  to    accept 
in  place  of  the  Amendment  lower  down 
on  the  Paper  ?    In  the    first  place  the 
overseers    were    to    be  members    of  a 
borough  council.    That  was  a  very  small 
concession ;   in    fact,    no    concession    at 
all,  because  in  practice  overseers  were, 
as  a  rule,  members  of  the  vestry  now. 
Then,  in  the  second  place,  the  overseers 
were  to  be  a  committee  of  the  council, 
and  he  thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
also  said  that  they  were  to  be  under  the 
control  of  the  council.    But  if  they  were 
to  be  under  the  control  of  the  council 
it  was  clear  that  that  was  altogether  in- 
consistent   with    personal   responsibih'ty 
on  the  part  of  the  overseers.     It  would 
be  impossible  to  impose  upon  the  over- 
seers a  statutory  responsibility,  and  at 
the  same  time  to  place  them  under  the 
control    of    the  council.      They    would 
natiutJly  say  if  the  council  passed  their 
resolution    under  which    they  objected, 
"  It  is  impossible  for  us  to  accept  your 
resolution,  because  responsibility  is  placed 
by  law  upon  our  shoulders,  and  we  must, 
decline  therefore,  to  do  as  vou  tell  us,  lest  a 
worse  thing  should  befall  us  in  inciuring 
the    heavier     penalties    of    the    law. 
If  personal  responsibilities  were  to  l>e  im- 
posed, the  overseers  could  not  be  in  any 
real  sense  of  the  term   a  committee  of 
the  council.      The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
attached  too  much  importance  to  merging 
personal   responsibility   in  corporate  re- 
sponsibility.     He  ventured  to  think  that 
up  to  the  present  time  the  value  of  per- 
sonal responsibility  had  been  very  slight. 
It  was  notorious  that  in  many  cases  the 
overseers  discharged  their  duties    in  a 
most  inadequate  and  negligent  way.     In 
how  many  cases  had  proceedings  been 
taken  against  overseers  1      In  how  many 
cases  had  an  attempt  been  made  to  enforce 
the  responsibility  of  which  so  much  was 
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made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and 
in  what  percentage  of  the  cases  brought 
had  the  overseer  been  held  to  bo  liable  t 
He  ventured  to  think  that  the  cases  could 
be  numbered  almost  upon  the  fingers  of 
one  hand.  With  regard  to  the  apprehen- 
sions of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  to 
the  taking  away  of  the  personal  responsi- 
bility, he  pointed  out  to  the  Committee 
that  the  House  did  not  entertain  them. 
The  House  contemplated  the  powers, 
duties,  and  liabilities  of  overseers  being 
transferred  to  a  corporate  body.  Only  a 
few  years  ago,  by  the  Local  Government 
Act  of  1893-4,  Section  33,  Parliament 
enacted  as  follows — 

"The  Local  Government  Board  may,  on 
the  application  of  the  council  of  any  municipal 
boron^n,  make  an  order  conferring  upon  that 
council  any  powers,  duties,  or  fiabuities  of 
overseers." 

What     was     the     answer     to      thatt 
The     answer    which    the     right    hon. 
Gentleman     gave      was      that     as     a 
matter  of    fact  the  Local  Grovernment 
Board  had  not  in  a  single  instance  exer- 
cised those  powers.      Very  great  com- 
plaints from  all  parts  of  the  country  had 
been  made  against  the  Local  Grovernment 
Board,  and  the  fact  was  that  the  Local 
Government  Board  were  assuming  a  power 
which  a  mere  administrative  department 
ought  not  to  assume.     In  1893-94  Par- 
liament clearly  contemplated  that  there 
were  cases  in  which  it  would  be  right  to 
transfer  the  powers,  duties,  and  liabilities 
of  overseers  to  a  corporate  body.     The 
Local    Government    Board    said,    "No; 
there  are  no  cases  in  which  we  will  trans- 
fer those  powers."  He  therefore  ventured 
to  say  that  the  Local  Government  Board 
were    now    really    flying    in    the    face 
of   that   Act  of   Parliament.     He   cited 
this  section  of  the  Act  as  showing  that 
Parliament  did  not  fear  what  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  expressed  himself  as  so 
much  afraid  of — namely,  the  merging  of 
personal   responsibility,    because    rarlia- 
ment  always    contemplated    that    there 
might  be  cases  in  which  it  might    be 
proper  that  the  personal  liability  should 
1^0  merged  in  a  corporate  liability.     It 
was  apparently  suggested   by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  Parliament  would 
be  helpless  in  the  face  of  a  corporate 
body  which  failed  to  do  its  duty.    The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  have  for- 
gotten   the  writ  of    mandamus,    which 
would  bring  the  most    obstinate    body 
very  rapidly  to  its  knees.    In  fact,  he  did 
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not  hesitate  to  say  that  a  writ  of  man- 
damus against  a  corporate  body  would  be 
more  rapid  in  its  effect  than  an  action 
against  overseers.  But  one  of  the 
strongest  arguments  against  the  Bill  as  it 
stood  was  that  there  were  more  than  a 
dozen  vestries  in  London  which  were 
already  entitled  to  exercise,  and  which 
did  exercise,  the  functions  of  overseers ; 
and  he  spoke  the  more  freely  upon  this 
point  because  a  parish  in  Bethnal  Green, 
a  part  of  which  he  represented,  was  one 
of  the  vestries  which  was  entitled  to 
exercise  the  duties  of  overseers.  He 
submitted  that  the  proposals  of  the  Bill 
we :e  distinctly  retrograde.  The  vestries 
waich  were  already  entrusted  with  powers 
liul  good  right  to  complain  if  the  powers 
which  they  had  enjoyed  so  long,  and  in 
the  exercise  of  which  they  had  not,  so 
far  as  he  knew,  incurred  any  censure, 
were  taken  away  from  them.  So  far  as 
the  financial  operations  were  concerned, 
surely  the  responsibility  of  a  corporate 
body  was  far  more  effectual  and  far  bet- 
ter security  than  that  of  an  individual. 
As  to  the  question  of  expense,  the  Bill 
expressly  indicated  that  it  should  be  the 
duty  of  the  borough  council  to  provide 
and  maintain  the  office  of  the  overseer.  It 
must  be  obvious  that  the  expense  of 
providing  and  maintaining  a  separate  office 
tor  the  overseers  would  be  considerably 
greater  than  the  expense  which  it  now 
incurred  when  the  duties  of  overseers 
were  performed  as  part  of,  and  along 
with,  other  duties  which  the  vestry 
had  to  perform.  On  all  these  grounds 
he  hoped  the  decision  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  not  final,  and  that,  yielding  to 
representations  from  both  sides  of  the 
House,  they  would  accede  to  the  sub- 
s  lance  of  the  Amendment  standing  lower 
down  in  the  Paper. 

Mr.  LOWLES  (Shoreditch,  Hagger- 
ston)  ventured  to  join  in  the  appeal 
made  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite. 
If  they  were  to  collect  and  analyse  the 
opinion  of  the  provincial  boroughs,  which 
had  been  so  largely  quoted  in  the  course 
of  the  discussion,  they  would  find  they 
wore  unanimously  against  the  perpetu- 
ation of  a  system  which  ought  long  ago  to 
have  been  obsolete,  and  which  had  been 
found  in  practice  disadvantageous  from 
every  point  of  view.  He  held  in  his  hand 
a  letter  from  the  controller  and  auditor 
of  the  Borough  of  Livei'pool,  in  which  he 
strongly  supported  the  proposal  to  make 
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the  important  changes  suggested  by  thr 
Amendment.  The  Town  Clerk  of  Wake- 
field wrote  him  in  a  similar  sense,  and  th  • 
whole  of  the  municipal  boroughs  throuirh- 
out  the  country  urged  the  reform  in  th» 
direction  of  the  Amendment.  As  had  be»  i. 
urged  by  several  speakers,  they  eoul! 
quote  practice  in  support  of  the  propyl  1. 
No  fewer  than  13  metropolitan  auth«.>n- 
ties — and  those  the  most  important  ail 
progressive  and  best  managed  of  tic 
Local  Authorities  of  London — had  for  a 
long  time  enjoyed,  under  certain  Uxn' 
Acts,  the  privilege  of  making  the  nitt- 
directly  by  the  vestry.  In  the  cast*  ««* 
Shoreditch,  the  privilege  had  been  enjt.ym 
for  nearly  100  years ;  and  the  opji^-r 
tunities  he  had  had  for  comparison  cor. 
vinced  him  that  the  advantage  was  all  «•-. 
the  side  of  the  vestry,  which  had  th* 
powers  vested  directly  in  itself.  IL- 
could  easily  imagine  that  if  they  dupli 
cated  offices  they  doubled  expenses.  He 
did  not  see  why  they  should  want  !•• 
perpetuate  an  anomaly  in  place  of  securing- 
throughout  London  a  very  important  rt^ 
form.  He  ventured  to  say,  as  agaiin: 
any  sentimental  objection,  that  the  prac- 
tical advantage  of  the  proposed  reform 
was  so  manifest  that  it  ought  to  have 
weight  with  the  Government. 

Sir  J.  DICKSON-POYNDER  (Wilt 
shire,  Chippenham)  begged  to  associate 
himself  with  hon.  Members  opposite,  an-l 
many  hon.  Members  on  his  own  side  of  tht 
House,  in  making  a  strenuous  appeal  t4) 
the  Government  to  listen  to  their  suii- 
gestions  with  regard  to  the  question  of 
overseers.  The  compromise  that  the 
Grovernment  had  suggested  was,  in  effect, 
that  they  would  allow  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  to  appoint  certain  overseers, 
provided  those  overseers  were  memlx.*rs 
of  the  borough  council.  Without  going 
back  in  any  way  upon  what  they  had 
laid  down  in  that  clause,  he  suggesti^i 
to  the  Government  that  they  might 
utilise  a  subsequent  clause  in  the  Bill, 
namely, — Clause  15,  Sub-section  c,  which 
provided  that  a  Committee  of  the  Privv 
Council  might  have  powers  to  exerci.si' 
the  duties  which  the  Local  Government 
Board  exercised  in  the  past.  It  wiw 
generally  understood  that  tne  unanimous 
desire  of  all  the  I^ndon  boroughs  was 
that  they  should  have  the  control  of  the 
overseers  themselves ;  and  if  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Privy  Council,  when  thvv 
were  working  out  their  seliemo  for  the 
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future,  approiichcd   the  l)()rf)ughs,  he  was  \ 
perfectly  cerUiiu  that  that  would  he  found 
to  ]>e  the  fact.     The  Privy  Council  might 
very  well  be  left  to  decide  the  matter. 

*Mr,  SHARPE  (Kensington,  North) 
said  his  constituents  w(:re  very  strongly 
in  favour  of  the  borough  council  obtaining 
the  power  which  was  now  exercised  by 
the  vestry.  He  must  say  that  he  did  not 
regard  the  argument  of  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  about  the  personal  responsi- 
l)ility  as  a  fatal  objection.  It  seemed  to  him 
that  pressure  could  be  brought  by  manda- 
mus against  the  corporate  body,  and  would 
have  as  much  eftect  as  against  individuals, 
and  he  hoped  the  Government  would  see 
their  way  to  allow  the  change  proposed. 
Next  to  that,  the  suggestion  of  the  First 
Ijord  of  the  Treasury  seemed  to  open  the 
way  for  conciliation  between  those  hold- 
ing opposite  opinions,  namely,  that  the 
councils  should  appoint  overseers  from 
their  own  bodies.  It  had  been  suggested 
to  him  that  there  would  be  a  difficulty  as  to 
whether  members  of  the  council  would  be 
willing  to  act  as  overseers.  However,  if 
the  statutory  obligation  were  thrown  upon 
them,  he  could  not  but  think  that  the 
members  of  the  council  would  have  suffi- 
cient local  patriotism  to  rise  to  the  occa- 
sion. Ho  thought  that  if  it  were 
provided  that  the  overseers  should  not 
be  too  numerous,  the  views  of  hon. 
Members  on  both  sides  might  be  har- 
monised, but  he  trusted  that  whatever 
might  be  done,  the  selection  of  overseers 
would  be  confined  to  the  council  itself. 

Mr.  W.  F.  D.  smith  (Strand,  West- 
minster) desired  to  associate  himself  with 
the  remarks  made  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  as  to  this  question.  He  hoped  very 
earnestly  that  the  Government  would  be 
ready  to  reconsider  their  decision.  He 
hardly  liked  to  say  it,  but  he  renlly  did 
not  think  the  proposal  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  made  could,  in  effect,  be  called 
much  of  a  concession  at  all.  The  commit- 
tee which  the  Government  proposed  to 
appoint  would  not  report  their  proceed- 
ings to  the  council,  but  they  were  to 
have  the  whole  management  of  the  duties 
of  overseers  in  their  power,  without  refer- 
ence to  the  council  of  which  they  were 
members.  It  really  seemed  to  him  that 
they  might  Jis  well  not  be  members  of  the 
council.  Iteferenco  had  been  made  to  the 
various  veslries  which  already  hiwl  the 
[)Ower,    and    he    confessetl    that    if    the 


Government  had  brought  forwarl  one 
single  i::ii.ance  of  fraud  in  levying  rates, 
or  in  the  preparation  of  the  voters'  list, 
he  would  have  been  prepared  to  take  up 
a  difterent  position.  But  no  such  case 
had  been  brought  forward. 

Mr.  KIMBER  (Wandsworth)  said  he 
quite  concurred  in  the  criticisms  which 
had  been  made,  and  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  in  regard  to  the 
object  he  desired  to  obtain.  He  ventured 
to  suggest,  however,  that  a  much  more 
simple  way  of  achieving  the  object  which 
seemed  to  be  desired  would  be  by  adopt- 
ing the  phraseology  of  the  Government 
clause,  and  making  a  series  of  very  simple 
verbal  alterations,  instead  of  the  long 
clause  which  the  hon.  Member  had  so 
carefully  prepared. 

Mr.  marks  (Tower  Hamlets,  St. 
George's)  said  that  while  there  had  been 
quite  exc<>ptional  unanimity  amongst  the 
London  Members  in  favour  of  the  aboli- 
tion of  overseers  on  the  new  boKpugh 
councils,  not  a  single  argument  had  been 
adduced  in  support  of  the  retention  of 
overseers  as  they  at  present  existed.  The 
institution  of  overseers  was  an  antediluvian 
office,  without  honour,  Mdthout  distinc- 
tion, and  almost  without  utility.  There 
was  no  duty  which  the  overseers  now 
perform  which  the  new  borough  councils 
could  not  perform  equally  well,  and,  per- 
haps, with  greater  usefulness.  He  sin- 
cerely hoped  that  the  Government  would 
see  their  way  to  make  some  substantial 
and  useful  concession  to  the  body  of 
opinion  on  both  sides  of  the  House.  This 
was  not  a  question  which  involved  a  high 
political  principle,  but  it  was  a  matter  of 
extreme  importance  to  the  proper  dis- 
charge of  the  duties  of  the  new  councils. 
Both  sides  of  the  House  were  practically 
unanimous,  and  the  Government  would 
be  wise  to  give  way. 

*SiR  T.  G.  FARDELL  (Paddington,  S.) 
said  that  under  an  old  Act  of  George  IV. 
the  overseers  in  Paddington  had  always 
been  members  of  the  vestry,  and,  having 
been  himself  a  member  of  the  vestry 
for  22  years,  he  could  say  that  it  had 
answered  perfectly  well.  As  an  illustra- 
tion that  it  Wiis  an  iidvantage  to  have 
ovei'seers  in  plact^  of  a  committee  he 
siiid  that  two  years  a;;o,  when  there 
was  a  wide  difl'erence  of  opinion  in  regard 
to     the    manner    in     which  the    list  of 
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voters  had  been  prepared,  the  revising 
barrister  had  the  overseers  up  before  him, 
and  threatened  to  inflict  all  sorts  of  pains 
and  penalties  upon  them.  He  be- 
lieved that  when  they  had  important 
duties  to  perform,  it  was  not  so  well  to 
appoint  a  committee  of  the  council,  as  to 
elect  two  or  three  to  represent  the  body. 
He  believed  what  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  had  in  his  mind  was  expressed 
in  an  Amendment  bv  his  hon.  friend  the 
Member  for  Bow,  that  it  should  be  the 
duty  of  every  borough  council  to  appoint 
certain  numbers  of  tneir  members  to  act 
under  the  direction  and  authority  of  the 
council  in  all  matters  relating  to  the 
duties  of  overseers. 

Mr.  L.  R  HOLLAND  could  not  under- 
stand how  the  Grovemment  considered 
that  these  duties  would  be  better  dis- 
charged by  overseers  than  by  the  borough 
councils.  There  were  13  vestries  now  in 
London  which  discharged  the  duties  of 
overseers,  and  no  one  could  say  that  their 
duties  had  not  been  well  discharged.  The 
opinion  of  the  Local  Grovemment  Board 
must  not  be  allowed  to  overrule  the  practi- 
cally unanimous  opinion  of  those  who 
were  interested  and  took  part  in  local 
government  work,  and  certainly  it  ought 
not  to  be  allowed  to  interfere  with  the 
actual  efficient  working  of  this  Bill.  The 
Bill  was  intended  to  promote  simplifica- 
tion, but  it  would  promote  further  com- 
plications. It  was  mtended  to  reduce  the 
number  of  subsidiary  bodies,  but  it  would, 
in  many  districts,  increase  their  number. 
It  was  intended  to  increase  the  powers 
and  dignity  of  the  borough  councils,  but 
the  tendency  of  the  Bill  was  to  strip 
many  of  the  vestries  of  many  of  the 
powers  which  they  at  present  possessed. 
He  believed  the  opimon  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  on  this  matter  rested 
on  a  very  shadowy  basis.  The  overseers 
at  present  had  no  appreciation  of  their 
duties,  and  no  appreciation  of  the  pains 
and  penalties  which  might  be  inflicted  on 
them.  In  many  of  the  districts  the  over- 
seers were  small  shopkeepers,  on  whom  it 
would  be  absurd  to  distrain,  and  therefore 
the  safeguard  to  which  the  Local  Oovern- 
ment  Board  attached  such  value  was 
quite  unreal.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  now 
the  duties  of  the  overseers  were  per- 
formed, and  would  continue  to  be  per- 
formed, by  the  officials  of  the  borough 
councils.  It  was  clear,  therefore,  that 
those  officials    should   have  no  divided 
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loyalty,  but  that  their  services  should  be 
devoted  to  the  borough  council,  and  n<x 
to  a  separate  body. 

♦Mr.  COHEN  (Islington,  E^  sail 
that  the  House  was  absolutely  narmo- 
nious,  the  London  Members  were  unani- 
mous, and  on  a  matter  of  London  govern- 
ment the  voice  of  London's  representatives 
should  be  heard  when  they  asked  for  an 
arrangement  which  had  been  proved  to 
be  economical  and  in  every  way  advan- 
tageous. There  were  countless  reasoti 
which  could  be  given  in  support  of  thtr 
Amendment,  ana  he  had  been  perplezinj: 
his  mind  what  could  be  the  reason  for  the 
Government  refusing  it. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  (Battersea) :  The 
Local  Grovemment  Board. 

♦Mr.  COHEN  :  Oh  !  he  dismissed  the 
Local  Government  Board.  He  did  not  think 
the  Local  Gk)vemment  Board  should  Ik 
heard  on  a  question  of  local  govemmeDi 
when  it  had  been  shown  to  be  in  absolutf 
and  diametric  conflict  to  the  voice  of  tbi 
representatives  of  London.  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  had  said  that  he 
desired  to  have  councillors  as  overseers 
not  in  their  corporate  capacity,  but  as 
individuals  who  could  be  held  responsible. 
He  did  not  think  there  was  much  in  the 
argument. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :  What  I  said 
was  that,  of  course,  the  overseers  wouW 
remain  exactly  as  they  are,  personally  re- 
sponsible. But,  as  tney  will  all  be  ap- 
pointed by  the  borough  council  from  tht 
members  of  the  borough  council,  tbey 
would,  from  the  point  of  view  of  th<; 
borough  council,  be  practically  a  committee 
of  the  council. 

♦Mr,  COHEN  thanked  the  right  hon. 
Grentleman  for  the  ex^anation,  but  he  still 
remained  perplexed.  This  was  anarrangi- 
ment  which  did  not  give  the  right  hon. 
gentleman  what  he  wanted,  namely,  the 
individual  responsibility,  while  it  did  not 
give  the  representatives  of  London  what 
they  wanted,  the  corporate  responsibility 
in  the  management  of  their  afliairs.  This 
was  no  capricious  desire  on  their  part.  The 
arrangement  had  been  tried,  and  proved 
to  be  successful.  He  had  a  return  be- 
fore him  which  showed  that  out  of  a  rate- 
able value  of  over  25  millions  the  rates 
on  15  millions  were  made  and  collected 
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directly  by  existing  vestries  ;  and  that  the 
average  in  the  £  of  the  rates  so  col- 
lected was  5^.  10^^.,  as  against  an  average 
of  6.N\  4i//.  in  the  paiishes  where  the 
rates  were  collected  by  overseer  or  other 
b^ies. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Which  are 
tlie  richest  vestries  1 

♦Mr.  COHEN  said  the  return  did  not 
show  that,  but  those  that  were  the  lowest 
were  St.  OeorgeVin-the-East,  Plumstead, 
Bermondsey,  Camberwell,  Mile  £nd, 
Kotherhithe.  His  right  hon.  friend 
might  be  assured  that  the  return  was 
made  up  less  according  to  the  wealth  of 
the  various  parishes  than  according  to 
the  rateable  value  which  assured  their 
income.  But  he  did  not  press  this  matter 
Boley  on  the  ground  of  economy,  but 
because  it  was  almost  the  unanimous 
desire  of  London  expressed  through  its 
representatives. 

Mr.  BOUSFIELD  (Hackney,  N.)  said 
the  objections  of  the  Uovemment  to  the 
Amendment  were  rather  theoretical  than 
practical,  and  until  it  was  shown  that  it 
was  easier  to  deal  with  individual  over- 
seers than  with  the  different  vestries,  the 
objection  would  remain  theoretical.  When 
they  imposed  public  duties  on  these  pub- 
lic bodies,  reliance  ought  to  be  placed  on 
their  public  spirit.  The  Government 
should  give  way  to  the  unanimous  ex- 
pression of  opinion  on  the  part  of  the 
London  representatives,  as  well  as  those 
vestries  and  people  who  were  practically 
acquainted  with  local  government. 

Mr.  R  G.  WEBSTER  said  he  wished 
to  add  his  voice  to  the  chorus  of  opinion 
in  favour  of  the  Amendment.  The 
local  authority  of  St.  Pancras,  which 
returned  four  supporters  of  the  Grovem- 
ment,  carried  out  the  duties  of  overseers 
by  a  finance  committee,  and  they  did 
their  duty  very  well.  They  were  told 
that  the  finance  committee  had  not  per- 
sonal responsibility.  He  should  like  to 
ask  if  the  overseers  were  really  respon- 
sible. In  some  cases  they  collected  as 
much  as  a  million  sterling  of  rates,  and 
he  ventured  to  say  that,  if  called  upon, 
they  could  not  pay  £500.  If  the  over- 
seers, or  overlooked,  who  had  overlooked 
every  duty  they  had  had  to  perform, 
were  absolutely  abolished,  the  duty  could 
}>j   carried   out  by   thoroughly   efficient 


officials.  Why  should  hon.  Members  pay 
£100,  or  £200,  every  year  for  registra- 
tion expenses  instead  of  the  work  being 
done  by  (government  officials,  as  was  the 
case  in  Scotland,  and  in  some  part«  of 
Ireland  ?  He  wondered  why  the  Grovem- 
ment  in  this  matter  did  not  take  into 
their  counsels  some  of  their  supporters  in 
the  east  and  south,  or  even  the  north,  of 
London. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  am  bound 
to  say  that  the  unanimity  of  the 
London  Members,  when  they  are  unani- 
mous, is  marvellous,  as  Sheridan  observed 
on  a  similar  occasion.  While  I  have 
listened  to  a  great  number  of  speeches  on 
both  sides  of  the  House,  aU  pointing  in 
the  same  direction,  I  confess  they  do  not 
seem  to  me  to  grasp  the  real  point. 
Remember  that  London  in  this  respect  is 
not  in  any  sense  peculiar.  Lists  have  to 
be  prepared  and  rates  collected  in  other 
places  besides  London.  Over  the  whole 
of  England,  municipal  and  non-municipal, 
the  system  of  personal  responsibility, 
which  is  that  which  I  desire  to  maintam 
in  the  Bill,  is  maintained  practically  in- 
tact. To  tell  me  that  London  Members 
are  unanimous  is  not  to  teU  me  quite 
enough.  This  is  not  a  matter  peculiar  in 
London.  If  we  say  that  in  London  every 
borough  is  to  be  the  authority  for  the 
purpose  of  the  collection  of  rates  and  the 
preparation  of  lists,  of  course  the  case  is 
given  away  for  the  whole  of  England. 

An  Hon.  Member  :  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  My  hon.  friend 
who  wants  that  change  very  naturally 
cheers  the  sentiment,  but  nine-tenths  of 
the  members  who  are  listening  to  me 
are  Members  for  London  constituencies 
and  are  not  members  for  England — outside 
London.  This  question  cannot  be  decided 
on  a  debate  confined  to  London.  Hon. 
Members  for  London  practically  desire  to 
settle  a  controversy  in  which  all  England 
is  as  much  concerned,  and  as  directly  con- 
cemed,  as  they  are.  That,  it  will  be  ad- 
mitted, is  a  very  strone  argument  for 
consideration.  It  is  perfectly  true  that 
there  have  been  a  certain  number  of  private 
Acts  giving  to  individual  bodies  the 
power  now  desired  to  be  given  to  all 
i  London,  but  the  option  has  been  endorsed 
by  no  general  Act  applyit  g  to  all  cases. 
The  only  power  at  all  approaching  this 
which  th?  Houso  of  Commons  has  givun 
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to  any  body  is  the  power  given  by  the 
Act  of  1894  to  the  Local  Government 
Board,  and  which  was  a  power,  not  of 
making  local  bodies  overseers,  but  only  a 
power  of  appointing  overseers. 

Mr.  STUART  said  that  by  Section  S3 
of  the  Act  of  1894  local  bodies  might  be 
made  overseers. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  have  got  the 
section,  and  I  read  it  in  a  different  senae 
from  the  hon.  Member.  I  rather  think  that 
the  Local  Gk)vernment  Board  also  have 
interpreted  it  in  a  different  sense.  The 
power  thus  conferred  on  the  Local 
Government  Board  six  years  ago  has 
never  once  been  used  in  giving  to  any 
})ody  the  duty  of  the  overseers.  I  think 
that  everybody  must  feel  that,  taking  so 
great  an  initiative  on  a  large  scale,  of 
making  the  overseers  a  corporate  lx)dy 
with  no  personal  responsibility,  is  taking 
a  departure  which  ought  only  to  be  taken 
after  the  fullest  reflection,  after  the  most 
careful  examination  of  its  effect,  both  in 
the  country  and  in  London,  and  after 
opinion  in  the  country,  as  well  as  opinion 
in  London,  has  been  consult<}d.  1  cannot 
consent,  at  the  present  stage  of  the  Bill, 
t)  accept  the  opinion  which  has  been 
so  unanimously  pressed  upon  me  by  my 
h;)n.  friends.  1  admit  that  that  unanimity 
is  a  fact  which  the  Government  cannot 
ignore.  It  must,  however,  be  taken  into 
most  careful  and  deliberate  consideration, 
and  I  am  sure  the  London  Meml)ers  will 
feel  for  me  that  I  am  not  unduly  obstinate 
or  unduly  wedded  to  the  opinions  I  have 
expressed  to  the  House  when  I  say  that  in 
view  of  the  general  and  national  bearings, 
on  p]ngland,  at  all  events,  and  the  decision 
which  the  House  of  Commons  is  asked  to 
give  to-night,  they  must  give  me  time 
b  Jtween  now  and  the  lieport  stage  to  con- 
sider the  opinions  expressed.  1  can  pro- 
mise them  that  I  will  give  it — with  the 
assistance  of  such  advice  as  I  can  obtain 
from  the  Local  Government  Board — the 
most  impartial  consideration.  In  the 
opinion  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
personal  responsil^ility  has  prove<l  a  grt^nt 
check  in  the  past.  1  shall  examine  that 
very  carefully  ;  and  I  am  sure  if  1  can 
show  the  House  that  personal  responsi- 
bility in  this  matter  is  a  vital  and  impor- 
tant question  over  a  large  portion  of 
the  country,  it  will  feel  with  me  that  this 
change  should  be  made  not  only  for  [ 
London   alone,    but  for  the   country   at 
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large.  If  I  find  this  is  an  academic  ponit 
wh'ch  may  look  very  well  on  paper,  I  ut 
which  is  seldom  employed  in  practice,  I 
shall  be  very  glad  to  give  way.  I  fully 
recognise  that  the  proposal  is  almost  ;lio 
unanimous  wish  of  the  London  Meml>ers, 
and  the  Government  >\'ill  consider  it  ^\^th- 
out  any  foregone  conclusion.  If  hon. 
Members  will  consent  to  refer  the  final 
decision  on  this  question  until  Report,  it 
shall  receive  the  fullest  and  most  pirtial 
consideration  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  STUART  said  he  desired  to  point 
out  that  the  point  had  been  raised  with- 
out any  party  feeling  and  with  practical 
unanimity.  He  would  not  say  the  House 
had  been  unaiu'mous,  but  London  harl 
been  unanimous  for  the  reform  suggested, 
and  there  had  not  been  a  voice  raised  from 
the  rest  of  the  coinitry  to  protest  against 
it.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  suggeste<l 
that  if  it  were  done  for  London  it  would 
decide  the  question  for  the  rest  of  the 
country,  but  the  whole  question  of  over- 
seers was  bound  up  with  that  of  assessment 
and  valuation,  and  the  law  for  London 
under  the  .Metropolis  Valuation  Act  and 
Amending  Acts  was  essentially  different 
from  the  valuation  law  of  the  rest  of  the 
country,  and  had  been  so  for  thirty  yeai*s. 
He  had  been  a  member  of  the  Royal  CVm- 
mission  which  recommended  that  it  should 
be  extended  to  the  rest  of  the  country, 
but  it  ha<l  not  vet  been  done,  nor  was  it 
likely  to  be  done.  If  the  reform  were 
made  for  London  they  would  only  be  add 
ing  one  more  change  to  the  many  others 
which  existed  in  the  valuation  law  between 
London  and  the  provinces.  Even  if  the 
question  were  now  to  be  decided  for  the 
rest  of  the  country,  all  the  evidence 
showed  that  the  rest  of  the  country  would 
welcome  the  decision.  They  had  not  had 
one  word  in  defence  of  the  proposal  in  the 
Bill  except  that  it  would  give  personal  re- 
sponsibility, but  in  all  the  most  important 
vestries  of  London,  such  as  Kensington, 
Paddington,  Marylebone,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square,  St.  James's,  Westminster, 
St.  Pancras,  and  Islington,  whose  goveni- 
ment  was  sound  and  successful,  they  had 
the  arrangement  of  being  themselves  the 
overseers,  and  the  system  had  been  in 
force  for  close  on  a  hundred  years.  He 
wished  to  point  out  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  the  Bill  was  intende<l  to 
give  additional  power  to  the  vestries,  but 
if  the  pi'oposal  in  the  Bill  were  adopted, 
they  would  take  away  from  the  most  im- 
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portant  and  successful  vestries  a  power 
which  practically  would  counterbalance  in 
its  effect  many  of  the  powers  to  be  given 
to  them.  This  was  not  a  party  question, 
as  was  shown  by  the  names  of  the  vestries 
he  had  mentioned,  and  he  echoed  the 
appeal  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  member 
for  East  Islington  for  the  reform  now 
proposed.  The  only  argument  against  it 
was  that  it  might  prepare  the  rest  of  the 
country  for  that  reform  also.  He  had 
shown  there  was  no  reason  to  believe  or 
imagine  or  expect  it  would  do  so,  and 
even  if  it  did  tne  country  would  welcome 
it. 

♦Colonel  HUGHES  said  he  wished  to 
meet  the  argument  of  individual  respon- 
sibility on  the  part  of  the  overseers.  The 
responsibility  of  the  overseers  would  be 
greatly  diminished  under  the  Bill.  They 
could  not  even  draw  cheques  or  pay  their 
own  expenses,  and  the  office  where  they 
would  transact  their  business  would  be 
provided  by  the  borough  councils.  He 
did  not  think  that  overseers  would  take 
office  if  they  were  shorn  of  their  powers 
in  such  a  manner.  Why  should  they 
disturb  the  fifteen  large  vestries  who  now 
were  overseers  themselves,  or  the  desire 
of  the  other  vestries  to  have  that  power  ? 
The  new  overseers  shorn  of  their  power 
would  be  merely  dummies.  In  his 
opinion  the  proper  course  would  be  that 
a  committee  of  the  borough  council 
should  be  responsible  as  overseers,  the 
difference  being  that  the  borough  coun- 
cils could  remove  the  committee  at  any 
time,  but  if  they  appointed  half  a  dozen 
men  as  overseers  they  would  have  no 
control  over  them,  and  the  only  know- 
ledge the  ratepayers  would  have  of  their 
existence  would  be  a  demand  note  for 
the  rates. 

Mu.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  If  I  may  in- 
terrupt my  hon.  friend,  he  will  have 
noticed  that  the  whole  of  my  point  from 
the  beginning  to  the  end  of  the  discus- 
sion has  been  to  maintain  the  view  which 
I  believe  to  be  the  view  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  that  personal  respon- 
sibility must,  in  some  way,  be  maintained. 
I  do  not  know  whether  the  Committee 
would  accept  my  hon.  friend's  view. 
Personally  I  have  no  objection  to  it,  but 
I  would  strongly  urge  that  the  question 
should  be  deferred. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  said  that  the 
Leader  of  the  House  stated  he  could  not 


accept  the  Amendment  because  it  would 
involve  a  change  of  the  law  for  the  rest 
of  the  country.  He  did  not  see  why 
London  should  be  damnified  and  placed 
in  a  worse  position  than  it  was  before, 
because  of  the  question  of  the  law  affect- 
ing the  rest  of  the  country.  As  regarded 
assessment  and  rating,  London  was 
always,  and  must  be  always,  different  from 
the  rest  of  the  country.  Therefore  he 
did  not  think  that  the  argument  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  should  stand,  and 
he  advised  his  hon.  friend  to  take  a 
Division.  It  was  not  a  party  question, 
and  they  had  the  unanimous  support  of 
the  London  Members. 

Sir  AI.BERT  ROLLIT  said  that  be- 
fore the  Report  stage  he  would  satisfy  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  provincial 
opinion  was  not  unanimous  in  regard  to 
this  matter.  In  matters  relating  to  rating 
and  the  right  to  vote  they  did  not  want 
different  authorities,  they  wanted  one 
well-known  authority  able  to  deal  with 
the  question. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  said  he  had  never 
seen  so  good  a  champion  for  so  bad  a 
cause  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  Why 
had  he  not  left  it  to  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  to  take  on 
himself  to  argue  for  the  personal  respon- 
sibility he  advocated  ?  His  answer  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was,  where  was 
the  President  of  the  Local  Gt)vernment 
Board  ?  He  had  involved  the  Leader  of 
the  House  in  a  difficulty,  and  he  now 
asked  that  he  be  produced.  As  he  did 
not  see  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  present,  he  would 
give  one  or  two  reasons  why  they  should 
have  a  decision  on  the  subject  now.  The 
Committee  had  been  struck  by  the 
practical  unanimity  of  the  London  Mem- 
bers, and  he  had  in  a  very  compact  form 
the  view  of  his  district  on  the  matter, 
and  it  was  that  the  powers,  duties,  and 
responsibilities  of  overseers  should  be 
transferred  to  the  borough  councils. 
Why  did  Battersea  want  to  get  rid  of  the 
overseers  ]  For  precisely  the  same 
reason  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
desired  to  retain  them.  They  wanted 
responsibility.  They  had  now  a  clique  of 
gentlemen  who  acted  as  overseers.  They 
were  not  always  the  best  men  of  the 
parish,  who  were  generally  men  on  the 
Parliamentary  and  finance  committees, 
and  he  believed   that  if  the  duties  of  the 
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overseers  were  transferred  to  those  com- 
mittees, the  work  would  be  better  done 
and  there  would  not  be  that  dissatisfac- 
tion with  the  way  in  which  the  duties 
were  now  discharged.  He  now  came 
from  the  general  to  the  particular.  The 
House  of  Commons  dearly  loved  a  pre- 
cedent, and  while  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  finding  one  in  one  direction,  he 
found  another  in  the  opposite  direction. 
In  the  Local  Government  Act  of  1894  all 
the  powers  and  duties  of  overseers  of 
parish  councils  had  been  transferred  to  a 
committee  of  these  councils,and  the  church- 
wardens of  every  rural  parish  ceased  to 
be  the  overseers.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  ever  seen  churchwardens  and 
overseers  jobbing  and  mal-adrainistering 
charities  he  would  not  have  such  sympathy 
for  them,  and  would  exclude  them  on 
this  clause,  and  not  defer  their  punish- 
ment until  the  Report  stage.  If  the  re- 
form were  necessary  for  ordinary  parish 
councils,  how  much  more  necessary  was 
it  for  districts  like  Westminster  and 
Battersea.  The  London  overseers  sat  in 
private,  never  reported,  and  many  of  the 
chief  committees  had  to  adopt  their 
warrants  and  accept  their  whims  and 
idiosyncrasies.  In  preparing  the  list  of 
voters  the  primary  responsibility  ought 
to  bo  fixed  on  the  clerk  of  the  new 
borough  councils,  and  the  duties  of  the 
overseers  should  be  discharged  by  the 
finance  committee.  He  appealed  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  not  to  defer  the 
consideration  of  the  matter  until  the 
Report  stage.  It  would  only  give  the 
London  Members  an  opportunity  of  ac- 
cumulating more  arguments.  If  the 
question  was  deferred,  and  if  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Local  Government  Board 
were  in  the  House,  it  would  take  him  two 
days  to  reply. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  should 
suggest  that  the  discussion  be  dropped,  or 
that  we  should  divide.  I  think  it  will  be 
admitted  on  all  sides  that  I  have  done  my 
best  to  weigh  the  arguments,  and  under 
the  circumstances  it  will  be  wholly  un- 
desirable to  press  the  matter  to  Division. 
Parish  councils  can  only  appoint  overseers, 
they  have  no  power  to  act  as  overseers 
themselves,  and  therefore  the  deliberate 
intention  of  Parliament  in  the  matter  was 
certainly,  in  1896,  not  to  give  these 
powers.  Little  can  be  gained  by  further 
prolongation  of  the  debate. 

Mr.  John  Bui'ns. 


Mr.  SHADWELL  (Hastings)  said 
he  entirely  supported  the  line  adopted  by 
the  Metropolitan  members.  He,  however, 
asked  the  hon.  Member  not  to  press  the 
matter  to  a  Division  after  the  promise  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  consider  the 
matter  before  the  Report  stage. 

Mr.  lough  said  he  desired  to  direct 
the  attention  of  the  Committee  to  the 
most  extraordinary  Parliamentary  situa- 
tion th.y  had  ever  witnessed.  No  one 
had  risen  on  either  side  of  the  House  to 
support  the  \new  which  the  First  Lord  ui 
the  Treasury  wanted  to  press  down  the 
throats  of  the  House  of  Commons.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  asked  them  to  post- 
pone the  matter  until  the  Report  stage. 
That  appeared  on  the  surface  a  reasonable 
request,  but  the  whole  point  was  raised  a 
fortnight  ago,  and  the  Solicitor-General 
then  asked  them  to  postpone  the  matter 
until  Clause  11,  and  they  were  told  that 
they  should  then  hear  the  views  of  the 
Government,  and  now  on  Clause  11  they 
were  asked  to  postpone  it  until  the 
Report  stage.  He  did  not  think  that 
was  a  reasonable  request.  Every  point 
had  been  argued  out,  and  he  thought 
some  decision  should  be  come  to.  It  ap- 
peared to  him  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man did  not  pay  sufiicient  attention  to 
the  experience  of  London,  which  claimed 
to  be  the  greatest  municipality  in  the 
kingdom,  and  which  had  as  large  a  popu- 
lation as  all  the  other  municipalities  put 
together.  The  Metropolitan  Board  cf 
Works  invariably  sent  its  precepts  to  the 
vestries,  but  in  the  Act  of  1888  an  ar- 
rangement was  put  in  at  the  instigation 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  that  the 
precepts  should  be  sent  to  the  overseers. 
They  had  had  30  years'  experience  of  the 
precepts  going  direct  to  the  vestries,  and 
only  10  years'  experience  of  the  precepts 
going  to  the  overseers  direct.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  if  the  precepts  wei  t 
to  these  bodies  there  would  not  be  any 
question  of  responsibility.  He  wished  to 
examine  that  argument.  When  the  pre- 
cept of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works 
went  to  the  bodies,  the  Board  could,  if 
necessary,  collect,  but  when  the  precepts 
went  to  the  overseers  and  was  not 
collected,  there  was  nothing  left  but  dis- 
traint on  the  furniture  of  the  overseers. 
Therefore  the  argument  that  there  was 
better  security  in  the  collection  of  the 
rates  by  the  overseers  direct  was  absurd. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  new  suggested 
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a  concession  which  was  worse  than  the 
clause,  and  which  was  unworkable,  namely, 
that  certain  members  of  the  new  council 
should  be  appointed  overseers.  He  would 
give  one  instance.  Wandsworth  had  five 
great  parishes.  How  could  the  suggestion 
be  carried  out  there  1  Would  there  be 
five  committees  of  two  each,  one  for  each 
of  the  five  parishes,  or  would  there  be 
only  one  committee  of  ten  ?  If  only  one 
committee,  then  the  system  would  be  un- 
workable. Ho  acknowledged  the  fair 
spirit  shown  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  charge  of  the  Bill,  and  he  inquired  why 
was  he  so  obstinate  now.  The  reason 
was  that  he  had  got  the  President  or  the 
Secretary  of  the  Local  Gk)vemment  Board 
near  him  during  the  Debate.  The  Local 
Government  Board  was  always  the  devil's 
advocate  when  London  questions  were 
raised.  He  asked  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  put  aside  the  evil  counsels  of  the 
Board.  If  there  were  to  be  a  Division  let 
it  be  a  Division  of  London  members  only, 
as  it  was  a  London  question ;  and  he 
asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  not  to  vote 
the.n  down  by  the  mechanical  majority 
of  the  Government. 

Mr.  marks  said  ho  accepted  the  con- 
ciliatory proposal  which  the  right  hon. 
(Tcntleman  had  made,  and  he  earnestly 
appealed  to  hon.  Members  on  the  other 
side  not  to  go  to  a  Division.  By  so  doing 
they  would  only  be  courting  an  adverse 
verdict  on  a  matter  in  respect  to  which  at 
a  later  stage  they  might  hope  for  a  satis- 
factory solution.  The  undertaking  given 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  been 
most  uncompromising,  and  he  earnestly 
hoped  there  would  not  be  a  Division. 

Mr.  STUART  said,  that  as  he  saw  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
present,  perhaps  ho  would  let  the  Com- 
mittee know  what  was  the  difficulty  which 
the  Board  had  found  in  carrying  out  the 
systom  proposed. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  asked  if  was  intended 
that  they  should  go  on  amending  the 
clause,  or  would  it  be  withdrawn  tempo- 
rarily. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  My  hon.  friend 
has  addressed  a  very  reasonable  question, 
and  I  will  answer  it.  I  think  the  clause 
should  be  passed  as  it  is  pro  forma.  Every- 
one who  desires  the  rapid  progress  of  the 
Bill  will  accept  that,because  it  is  distinctly 


understood  that  no  one  is  committed  by 
assenting  to  that  course  to  any  line  of 
the  clause  on  the  Report  stage,  and  every 
Member  will  be  as  free  on  the  Report 
stage  as  if  the  discussion  had  never  taken 
place. 

Mr.  BOUSFIELD  said  that  if  hon. 
Members  persisted  in  fighting  the  matter 
to  a  Division  after  what  the  Government 
had  said  they  would  be  doing  more  harm 
than  good.  A  great  many  Members  who 
believed  in  the  Amendment  would,  after 
the  statement  of  his  right  hon.  friend, 
feel  bound  to  support  the  Government. 
He  would  therefore  ask  hon.  Members 
not  to  press  the  matter  to  a  Division. 

Sir  H.  GAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling  Burghs) :  I  think  the  course  pro- 
posedby  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  hardy 
an  entirely  reasonable  one,  nor  a  course  in 
accordance  with  the  ordinary  practice  in 
Committee  of  this  House.  It  has  bccu 
suggested  that  the  clause  should  be  with- 
drawn, and  if  the  clause  is  going  to  be  a 
subject  of  consideration  on  the  part  of 
the  Gk)vernment,  surely  the  best  course 
is  not  to  express  an  opinion  on  the  sub- 
ject at  the  present  stage.  If  the  clause 
is  persisted  in,  my  hon.  friends  on  this 
side  who  entertain  so  strong  an  opinion 
on  the  subject  will  be  obliged  to  carry 
the  Amendment  to  a  Division.  Undoubt- 
edly that  Division  would  not  represent 
the  general  sense  of  the  House,  because  a 
large  number  of  Members  on  the  other 
side  will  regard  it  as  merely  a  formal 
matter,  and  they  will  support  the  Goverr.- 
ment,  not  meaning  what  they  vote  for. 
That  is  the  condition  under  which  such  a 
Division  would  be  taken,  and  it  seems 
totally  new  in  our  practice.  It  may 
occur  without  being  declared  publicly; 
but  on  this  occasion  you  would  be  going 
into  the  Lobby  with  the  public  declaration 
that  it  all  meant  nothing  whatever.  The 
most  regular,  proper,  and  convenic  nt 
course  would  be  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, without  in  any  way  compromising 
his  position,  should  withdraw  the  clause 
and  allow  the  whole  matter  to  be  con- 
sidered de  novo  on  the  Report  stage. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  only  rise 
now  to  explain  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  the  Committee  is,  to  a  certain 
extent,  in  a  difficult  position.  I  think  the 
best  course  is  to  pass  the  clause  pro  forma. 
He  thinks    the  best  course  is  to  omi^ 
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to  any  body  is  the  power  given  by  the 
Act  of  1894  to  the  Local  Government 
Board,  and  which  was  a  power,  not  of 
making  local  bodies  overseers,  but  only  a 
power  of  appointing  overseers. 

Mr.  STUART  said  that  by  Section  S3 
of  the  Act  of  1894  local  bodies  might  be 
made  overseers. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  have  got  the 
section,  and  I  read  it  in  a  different  senne 
from  the  hon.  Member.  I  rather  think  that 
the  Local  Government  Board  also  have 
interpreted  it  in  a  different  sense.  The 
power  thus  conferred  on  the  Local 
Government  Board  six  years  ago  has 
never  once  been  used  in  giving  to  any 
body  the  duty  of  the  overseers.  I  think 
that  everybody  must  feel  that,  taking  so 
great  an  initiative  on  a  large  scale,  of 
making  the  overseers  a  corporate  body 
with  no  personal  responsibility,  is  taking 
a  departure  which  ought  only  to  be  taken 
after  the  fullest  reflection,  after  the  most 
careful  examination  of  its  effect,  both  in 
the  country  and  in  London,  and  after 
opinion  in  the  country,  as  well  as  opinion 
in  London,  has  been  consulted.  I  cannot 
consent,  at  the  present  stage  of  the  Bill, 
t)  accept  the  opinion  which  has  been 
so  unanimously  pressed  upon  me  by  my 
hjMi.  friends.  I  admit  that  that  unanimity 
is  a  fact  which  the  Grovernment  cannot 
ignore.  It  must,  however,  be  taken  into 
most  careful  and  deliberate  consideration, 
and  I  am  sure  the  London  Members  will 
feel  for  me  that  I  am  not  unduly  obstinate 
or  unduly  wedded  to  the  opinions  I  have 
expressed  to  the  House  when  I  say  that  in 
view  of  the  general  and  national  bearings, 
on  England,  at  all  events,  and  the  decision 
which  the  House  of  Commons  is  asked  to 
give  to-night,  they  must  give  me  time 
b  it  ween  now  and  the  Report  stage  to  con- 
sider the  opinions  expressed.  1  can  pro- 
mise them  that  I  will  give  it — with  the 
assistance  of  such  advice  as  I  can  obtain 
from  the  Local  Government  Board — the 
most  impartial  consideration.  In  the 
opinion  of  the  Local  Goverrmient  Board 
personal  responsibility  has  pnned  a  groat 
check  in  the  past.  I  shall  examine  that 
very  carefully ;  and  I  am  sure  if  I  can 
show  the  House  that  personal  responsi- 
bility in  this  matter  is  a  vital  and  impor- 
tant question  over  a  large  portion  of 
the  country,  it  will  feel  with  me  that  this 
change  should  Ik?  made  not  only  for 
London   alone,   but  for  the   country  at 

Mr.  A,  J.  Balfour. 


large.     If  I  find  this  is  an  academic  p'  •: 
wh^ch  may  look  very  well  on    pjipor, 
which  is  seldom  employed  in  pra<t  <  • .  ! 
shall   be  very  glad  to  give  way.      !  . 
recognise  that  the  proposal  is  almri  : 
unanimous  wish  of  the  London  Meml"  .- 
and  the  Government  will  consider  it  w  :• 
out    any   foregone    conclusion.      \i    h-  : 
Members  will  consent  to  refer  the  tii.^. 
decision  on  this  question  until  Report,  / 
shall  receive  the  fullest  and  most  p:iri:  . 
consideration  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  STUART  said  he  desired  to  pi: • 
out  that  the  point  had  been  raised  w!t. 
out  any  party  feeling  and  with   prac  « . 
unanimity.     He  would  not  say  the  Hoi  -* 
had   been   unanimous,   but    London  h.. 
been  unanimous  for  the  reform  suggt>:ti.. 
and  there  had  not  been  a  voice  raise*!  fr-iL 
the  rest  of  the  country  to  protest  agaii.-* 
it.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  siiggr>t 
that  if  it  were  done  for  London  it  wou! 
decide  the  question  for  the    rest   of  tr 
country,  but  the  whole  question  of  ovi  r 
seers  was  bound  up  with  that  of  assessnj*  > : 
and  valuation,  and  the   law  for  L<>n<i 
under  the  Metropolis  Valuation   Act  i:\  . 
Amending  Acts  was  essentially  diflVr  r 
from  the  valuation  law  of  the  rest   of  ti  ♦ 
country,  and  had  been  so  for  thirty  yj  ..> 
He  had  been  a  member  of  the  Roval  C-  ".i 
mission  which  recommended  that  it  sh^.u  ■. 
be  extended  to  the  rest  of  the  eounti\, 
but  it  had  not  yet  been  done,  nor  was  jt 
likely  to  be  done.     If   the  reform   wtrr 
made  for  London  they  would  only  }>eaii«. 
ing  one  more  change  to  the  many   otln  "- 
which  existed  in  the  valuation  law  hetwr*  r: 
London  and  the  provinces.     Even   if  i'-  • 
(juestion  were  now  to  be  decided  ior  t  \  k- 
rest   of   the   country,    all    the    evidtru" 
showed  that  the  rest  of  the  country  wou.*: 
welcome  the  decision.     They  had  not  li.nl 
one  word  in  defence  of  the  proposal  in  1 1  e 
Bill  except  that  it  would  give  personal  r^  - 
sponsibility,  but  in  all  the  most  important 
vestries  of  London,  such  as  Kensington, 
Paddington,    Marylebone,   St.    Georges, 
Hanover  Square,  St.  James's,  Westniin*it«'r, 
St.  Pancras,  an<l  Islington,  whose  govern- 
ment was  sound  and  successful,  tlu*v  hud 
the  arrangement  of  being  themselvi-s  th»' 
overseers,  and   tlie  system  had    bcU'ii    in 
force  for  close  on  a  hundred  years.      H«' 
wished  to  point  out   to   the   right    hon. 
Gentleman  that  the  Bill  was  intendinl   tn 
give  additional  power  to  the  vestries,  ]n\x 
if  the  proposal  in  the  Kill  were  adoj)tr(i, 
they  would  take  away  from  the  most  ini- 


669 


Londi 


on 


{15  May  1899} 


Government  Bill. 


670 


portant  and  successful  vestries  a  power 
which  practically  would  counterbalance  in 
its  effect  many  of  the  powers  to  be  given 
to  them.  This  was  not  a  party  question, 
as  was  shown  by  the  names  of  the  vestries 
he  had  mentioned,  and  he  echoed  the 
appeal  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  member 
fur  Kast  Islington  for  the  reform  now 
proposed.  The  only  argument  against  it 
was  that  it  might  prepare  the  rest  of  the 
country  for  that  reform  also.  He  had 
shown  there  was  no  reason  to  believe  or 
imagine  or  expect  it  would  do  so,  and 
even  if  it  did  tne  country  would  welcome 
it. 

♦Colonel  HUGHES  said  he  wished  to 
meet  the  ar^ment  of  individual  respon- 
sibility on  the  part  of  the  overseers.  The 
responsibility  of  the  overseers  would  be 
greatly  diminished  under  the  Bill.  They 
could  not  even  draw  cheques  or  pay  their 
own  expenses,  and  the  office  where  they 
would  transact  their  business  would  be 
provided  by  the  borough  councils.  He 
did  not  think  that  overseers  would  take 
(office  if  they  were  shorn  of  their  powers 
in  such  a  manner.  WTiy  should  they 
disturb  the  fifteen  large  vestries  who  now 
were  overseers  themselves,  or  the  desire 
of  the  other  vestries  to  have  that  power  1 
The  new  overseers  shorn  of  their  power 
would  bo  merely  dummies.  In  his 
opinion  the  proper  course  would  be  that 
a  committee  of  the  borough  council 
should  be  responsible  as  overseers,  the 
difference  being  that  the  borough  coun- 
cils could  remove  the  committee  at  any 
time,  but  if  they  appointe<l  half  a  dozen 
nuMi  as  overseers  thev  would  have  no 
control  over  them,  and  the  only  know- 
ledge the  ratepayers  would  have  of  their 
existence  would  be  a  demand  note  for 
the  rates. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  If  I  may  in- 
terrupt my  hon.  friend,  he  will  have 
noticed  that  the  whole  of  my  pouit  from 
the  beginning  to  the  end  of  the  discus- 
sion has  been  to  maintain  the  view  which 
I  believe  to  be  the  view  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  that  personal  respon- 
sil)ility  must,  in  some  way,  be  maintained. 
I  do  not  know  whether  the  Committee 
would  accept  my  hon.  friend's  view. 
Personally  I  have  no  objection  to  it,  but 
I  would  strongly  urge  that  the  (question 
should  be  deferred. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  said  that  the 
Leader  of  the  House  stated  he  could  not 
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accept  the  Amendment  because  it  would 
involve  a  change  of  the  law  for  the  rest 
of  the  country.  He  did  not  see  why 
London  should  be  damnified  and  placed 
in  a  worse  position  than  it  was  before, 
because  of  the  question  of  the  law  affect- 
ing the  rest  of  the  country.  As  regarded 
assessment  and  rating,  London  was 
always,  and  must  be  always,  different  from 
the  rest  of  the  country.  Therefore  he 
did  not  think  that  the  argument  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  should  stand,  and 
he  advised  his  hon.  friend  to  take  a 
Division.  It  was  not  a  party  question, 
and  they  had  the  unanimous  support  of 
the  London  Members. 

Sir  albert  ROLLIT  said  that  be- 
fore the  Report  stage  he  would  satisfy  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  provincial 
opinion  was  not  unanimous  in  regard  to 
this  matter.  In  matters  relating  to  rating 
and  the  right  to  vote  they  did  not  want 
different  authorities,  they  wanted  one 
well-known  authority  able  to  deal  with 
the  question. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  said  he  had  never 
seen  so  good  a  champion  for  so  bad  a 
cause  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  Why 
had  he  not  left  it  to  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  to  take  on 
himself  to  argue  for  the  personal  respon- 
sibility he  advocated  1  His  answer  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was,  where  was 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  ?  He  had  involved  the  Leader  of 
the  House  in  a  difficulty,  and  he  now 
asked  that  he  be  produced.  As  he  did 
not  see  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  present,  he  would 
give  one  or  two  reasons  why  they  should 
liave  a  decision  on  the  subject  now.  The 
Committee  had  been  struck  by  the 
practical  unanimity  of  the  London  Mem- 
bers, and  he  had  m  a  very  compact  form 
the  view  of  his  district  on  the  matter, 
and  it  was  that  the  powers,  duties,  and 
responsibilities  of  overseers  should  be 
transferred  to  the  borough  coimcils. 
Why  did  Battersea  want  to  get  rid  of  the 
overseers  1  For  precisely  the  same 
reason  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
desired  to  retain  them.  They  wanted 
responsibility.  They  had  now  a  clique  of 
gentlemen  who  actoa  as  overseers.  They 
were  not  always  the  best  men  of  the 
parish,  who  were  generally  men  on  the 
Parliamentary  and  finance  committees, 
and  he  believed  that  if  the  duties  of  the 
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reforms  which  the  Commission  appointed 
by  his  own  Government  had  unanimously 
recommended. 

♦Colonel  HUGHES  thought  that  until 
the  borough  councils  could  do  all  the 
assessing  throughout  London  it  was  better 
to  avoid  a  mixed  jurisdiction,  and  leave 
matters  as  they  were. 

Mr.  lough  suggested  that  this  clause 
might  also  be  postponed.  There  was,  he 
said,  quite  as  much  unanimity  on  the 
other  side  as  on  his  side  of  the  House, 
with  regard  to  the  course  which  ought  to 
be  adopted.  He  did  not  think  the  process 
proposed  in  the  Bill  would  work  in  London. 
The  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  simplify 


matters,  and  if  the  Gx)vornment  had  ac- 
cepted the  Amendment  it  would  have 
resulted  in  simplifying  the  question  of 
assessment  and  securing  the  adoption  of 
the  method  upon  which  overybo'iy  was 
agreed. 

Mr.  L.  R.  HOLLAND.saidhe  wjuld 
not  press  his  Amendment. 

Leave    to  withdraw  the  Amendment 
being  refused, 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided : — Ayes,  165  ; 
Noes,  99.— (Division  List  No.  U9.) 


Aclan(l-Hood,Capt.  Sir  Alex.  F. 
An-on,  Sir  WiQiani  Reynell 
Archdale,  Edward  Mervyn 
.\rnold,  Alfred 
Atkinson,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
B  li^ot,  Capt.  Josceline  FitzRoy 
Baird,  John  Georce  Alexander 
Balfour, Rt.  Hon.  A.J.(Manch'r 
Balfour  RtHn  Gerald  W.  (Leeds 
Banbury,  Frederick  George 
Barton,  Dunbar  Plunket 
Beach,Rt.  Hn.  SirM.  H.  ( Bristol 
Bemrose,  Sir  Henry  Howe 
Bethell,  Commander 
Bigwood,  Jamea 
Blakiston- Houston,  John 
Bond,  Edward 
lioscawen,  Arthur  Griflith- 
Bowles,  Capt.  H.  F  (Middlesex 
Brassey,  Albert 
Burdett-Coutts,  W. 
Butcher,  John  Georsfe 
Cecil,  Evelyn  (Hertford,  E.) 
Chaloner,  Captain  R.  G.  W. 
Chamberlain,iit.  Hon.  J.  ( Binn. 
Chamberlaiu,JAusten(Worc'r. 
Chaplin,  Rt.  Hon.  Henry 
Cbarrington,  Spencer 
Chelsea,  Viscount 
Cochrane,  Hon.  Thos.  H.  A.  E. 
Coghill,  Douglas  Harry 
CoUin^,  Rt.  Hon.  Jesse 
Colom  D,SirJohnCharles  Ready 
Compton,  Lord  Alwyne 
Cook,  Fred  Lucas  (Lambeth) 
Corbstt,  A.  Cameron  (Glasgow 
Cox,lrwin  Edward  B.  (Harrow) 
Cross,  Herb* t Shepherd  (Bolton 
Cubitt,  Hon.  Henry 
Curzon,  Viscount 
Dalkeith,  Earl  of 
Davies,SirHoratioD.(Chatham 
Donny,  Colonel 
Dis  a  li,  Conin^rsby  Ralph 
Doriiigton,  Sir  John  Edward 
Doughty,  George 
Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Duncombe,  Hon.  Hubert  V. 
Egerton,  Hon.  A.  de  Tatton 
Fardell,  Sir  T.  George 

Air.  Siujit. 


AYES. 

Fellowes,  Hon.  Ail  wynEd  ward 
Finch,  George  H. 
Finlay,  Sir  Robert  Bannatyne 
Fisher,  William  Hayes 
FitzGerald.Sir  Robert  Penrose- 
Fletcher,  Sir  Henry 
Flower,  Ernest 
Folkestone,  Viscount 
Forster,  Henry  William 
Foster,  Colonel  (Lancaster) 
Garfit,  WUliam 
Gibbons,  J.  Lloyd 
Gibbs,Hn.AG.H.(CityofLond 
GUeSjCharles  Tyrrell 
Gilliat,  John  Saunders 
Godson,SirAugustusFrederick 
Golds  worthy,  Major-General 
Gordon,  Hon.  John  Edward 
Gorst,  Rt  Hon.  Sir  John  Eldon 
Goulding,  Edward  Alfred 
Graham,  Henry  Robert 
Green,  Walfora  D.  ( Wetls'bury 
Greene,  Henry  D. (Shrewsbury 
Green,  W.  Raymond-(Cambs.) 
Gull,  Sir  Cameron 
Gunter,  Colonel 
Hamilton, Rt.  Hn.  Lord  George 
Hanson,  Sir  Reginald 
Hermon-  Hodge,RobertTrotter 
HUl,Sir  Edward  Stock  (Bristol) 
Howorth,  Sir  Henry  Hoyle 
Hubbard,  Hon.  Evelyn 
Jeffreys,  Arthur  Frederick 
Jessel,  Captain  Herbert  Merton 
Johnston,  Wiiliam  (Belfast) 
Jolliffe,  Hon.  H.  George 
Lawrence,  Sir  E.  Durning-(Com 
Lawrence,  Wm.  F.  (Liverpool) 
Lea,  Sir  Thon.  (Londonderry) 
Lees,  Sir  Elliott  (Birkenhead) 
Leigli- Bennett,  Henry  Currie 
Leighton,  Stanley 
Lockwood,  Lt.-Col.  A.  R. 
Loder,  Gerald  Walter  Erskine 
Long,Col.  Charles  W.  (Evesham 
Long,Rt.  Hn.  Walter  (Liverpl. 
Lopes,  Henry  Yarde  BuUer 
Loyd,  Archie  Ku-kman 
Lucas-Shadwell,  William 
Macdona,  John  CumMiing 


Maclure,  Sir  John  WiHi:ini 
M* Arthur,  Charles  (Liverpool) 
M*Calmont.  H.  L.  B.  (C.iiiib^.) 
Massey- Main  waring,  Hn.  W.  F. 
Melvitle,  Beresford  Valentine 
Middlemore,  J.  Throgmjrtoa 
Milbank,SirPowlettClia8.J  Iju 
Milton,  Viscount 
Milward,  Colonel  Victor 
Monckton,  Edward  Philip 
Monk,  Charles  James 
Moore,  William  (Antrim,  N.) 
More,Robt.  Jasoer  (Shro{)6hire) 
Morgan,  Hon.  Fred.  (Moa.) 
Morrell,  George  Herbert 
Morton,  A.  H.  A.  (Deptiord). 
Mount,  William  Geoi^ 
Muntz,  Philip  A. 
Murray,Rt  HnAGraliam(Bate 
Murray,  Charles  J.  (Coventry) 
Murray,  Col.Wyndham  (Batii) 
Nicol,  Donald  Ninian 
Northcote,  Hn.  Sir  H.  Stafford 
Percy,  Earl 

Phillpotts,  Captain  Arthur 
Pierpoint,  Robert 
Pilkington,  Richard 
Powell,  Sir  Francis  Sharp 
Purvis,  Robert 
Pym,  C.  Guy 
Rankin,  Sir  James 
Rentoul,  James  Alexander 
Richards,  Henry  Charles 
Richardson,  SirT.  (Hartlepool 
Ritchie,  Rt.  Hon.  C.  Thomson 
Robertson,  Herbert  (Hackney) 
Round,  James 
Russell,  T.  W.  (Tyrone) 
Ryder,  John  Herbert  Dudley 
Sharpe,  William  Edward  T. 
Sidebotliam,  J.  W.  (Cheshirj) 
Sidebottom,  William  (Derbys. 
Simeon,  Sir  Barrington 
Smith,  Hon.  W.  F.  D.  (Strand) 
Stanley,  Edward  J.  (So.uer  «t) 
Stanley,  Lord  (Lanes.) 
Stei)hens,  Henry  Charles 
Stone,  Sir  l^njamin 
Tallwt,  Lord  E.  (Chichester) 
Thornton,  Percy  M. 
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Tolleniache,  Henry  James 
Tomlinson,  Win.  Eldw.  Murray 
Valentia,  Viscount 
Warr,  Augustus  Frederick 
Wel>ster,SirK.  E.(Isleof  Wight) 
Went  worth,  Bruce  C.  Vemon- 


Anc;n,Wni.(Newc. under  Lyme 

As<[uitli,  Kt.  Hon.  Herbert  H. 

Ath  -rley-Joncs,  L. 

A. I  tin,  Sir  Jolm  (Yorkshire) 

15aiiibri<lge,  Emerson 

IJakcr,  Sir  John 

l^auniont,  Wentworth  C.  B. 

lihonnaggree,  Sir  M.  M. 

BiUson,  Alfred 

Ik)lton,  Thomas  Dolling 

Broadhurst,  Henry 

Brj'ce,  Rt.  Hon.  James 

Burns,  John 

linrt,  Thomas 

Buxton,  Sydney  Charles 

Caldwell,  James 

Ca:npl3ell-]Sannerman,  Sir  H. 

Carmichael,  Sir  T.  D.  Gibson- 

Causton,  Kicliard  Knight 

Cawley,  Frederick 

Cecil,  lx)rd  Hugh  (Greenwich) 

C'hanning,  Francis  Allston 

CUark,  Dr.  G.  B.  (Caithness) 

Cloagh,  Walter  Owen 

Cohen,  Benjamin  Louis 

Colville,  Joiin 

Courtney, Kt.  Hon.  Leonard  H. 

Cros^,  Alexander  (Glasgow) 

Daly,  James 

Davitt,  Michael 

Dickson-Poynder,  Sir  John  P. 

Donelan,  Captain  A. 

Doogan,  P.  C. 

Kvans,  Samuel  T.  (Glamorgan) 

Galloway,  William  Johnson 


{15  May  1899} 

W  hiteley,H.  ( Ashton-under-L. 
Whitmore,  Charles  Algernon 
Williams,  Colonel  R,  (Dorset) 
Williams,  Jos.  Powell- (Bimi.) 
Wilson,  J.  W.  (Worccsters  N.) 
Wyndliam,  George 

NOES. 

Gladstone,  Rt.  Hn.  Herbert  Jn. 

Goddard,  Daniel  Ford 

Gurdon,  Sir  Wm.  Brampton 

Haldane,  Richard  Burden 

Hayne,  Rt.  Hn.  Charles  Seale- 

Hazell,  Walter 

Hedderwick,  Thomas  Chas.  H. 

Holland,  Wm.  H.  (York,W.R. 

Homiman,  Frederick  John 

Hughes,  Colonel  Edwin 

Humphreys-Owen,  Arthur  C. 

Joicey,  Sir  James 

Jones,  William  (Carnarvon) 

Kearley,  Hudson  £. 

Kenyon,  James 

Kimoer,  Henry 

Lambert,  George 

Law8on,SirWilmd(Cumb  jand 

Leng,  Sir  John 

Lough,  Thomas 

Lowles,  John 

Macaleese,  Daniel 

M* Arthur,  William  (Cornwall) 

M'Kenna,  Reginald 

M*Laren,  Charles  Benjamin 

M*Leod,  John 

Maple,  Sir  John  Blundell 

Marks,  Henry  Hananel 

Morgan,  J.  Lloyd  (Carmarthen 

Norton,  Capt.  Cecil  William 

Nussey,  Tliomas  Willans 

Oldroyd,  Mark 

Pease,  Alfred  E.  (Heveland) 

Pease,  Joseph  A.  (Northumb.) 

Philipps,  John  Wynford 
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Wyndham-Quin,  Major  W.  H. 
Yerburgh,  liobert  Armstrong 
Young,  Commander  (Berks,  E. 
Tellers    for   the   Ayes— 

Sir  William   Walrond  and 

Mr.  Anstruther. 


Pickersgill,  Edward  Hare 
Pirie,  Duncan  V. 
Rickett,  J.  Compton 
Roberts,  John  Bryn  (Eifion) 
Robson,  William  Snowden 
Scoble,  Sir  Andrew  Richard 
Shaw,  Charles  Edw.  (Stafford) 
Shaw,  Thomas  (Hawick  B. ) 
Sinclair,  Capt.  John  (Forfar) 
Smith,  Samuel  (Flint) 
Spicer,  Albert 
Steadman,  William  Charles 
Stevenson,  Francis  S. 
Stewart,SirMark  J.  MTacgart 
Stuart,  James  (Shoreditcn) 
Sullivan,  Donal  (Westmeath) 
Thomas,DavidAlfred(Merthyr 
Trevelyan,  Charles  Philips 
Ure,  ^exander 
Walton,John  Lawson(Leeds,S. 
Warner,  Thomas  Courtenay  T. 
Webster,  R.  G.  (St.  Pancra.s) 
Wedderbum,  Sir  William 
Weir,  James  Galloway 
Whittaker,  Thomas  Palmer 
Williams,John  Carvell  (Notta. 
Wilson,  John  (Govan) 
Wilson,Jos.  H.(Middle6bT0ugh 
Wortley,  Rt.  Hn.  C.B.  Stuart- 
Yoxall,  James  Henry 

Tellers  for  the  Noes— 
Mr.  Lionel  Holland  and 
Mr.  Cripps. 


The  next  Amendment  on  the  Paper 

was — 

'*  In  page  8,  line  40,  at  end,  to  add  *  appointed 
by  the  borough  council,  but  no  councillor  shall 
ix:  eligible  to  sit  on  such  assessment  committee 
who  has  acted  as  overseer,  or  otherwise,  in  the 
primary  valuation  of  the  property.'" — {Mr. 
H.  G.  Webster.) 

♦The  chairman  pointed  out  that  the 
question  was  dependent  upon  the  decision 
the  Committee  nad  recently  come  to,  and 
that  the  Amendment  was  therefore  out  of 
order. 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed — 
"  That  Clause  13  stand  part  of  the  BilL" 

Mr.  STUAET  said  the  clause  was  dead 
in  the  teeth  of  the  recommendations  of  the 
Royal  Conmiission,  and  as  a  member  of 
that  Commission  he  could  not  assent  to 
the  passing  of  the  clause. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided — Ayes,  170 
Noes,  78. — (Division  List  No.  150.) 


Acland- Hood, Capt.  Sir  Alex.  F. 
Aubon,  Sir  William  Reynell 
Archdale,  Edward  Mervyn 
Arnold,  Alfred 
Amold-Forster,  Hugh  O. 
Atkinson,  Kt.  Hon.  John 
Bagot,  Capt.Jo8celineFitzRny 
Baird,  John  G^eorge  Alexander 
Balfour,  Kt.  Hon.  A.  J.  (Mancli*r 
Balfour,KtHnGerald  W.  (Leeds 
Banbury,  Frederick  George 
Barton,  Dunbar  Plunket 


AYES. 

Beach,Rt.  Hn.SirM.  H.(Bristol) 
Bemrose,  Sir  Henry  Howe 
Bethell,  Commander 
Bigwood,  James 
Blakiston-Houston,  John 
Bond,  Edward 
Boscawen,  Arthur  Griffith- 
Bowles,  Cant.  H.F.  (Middlesex 
Brassey,  Albert 
Burdett-Coutts,  W. 
Butcher,  John  George 
Cecil,  Evelyn  (Hertford,  E.) 


Cecil,  Lord  Hugh  (Greenwich) 
Chaloner,  Captain  R.  G.  W. 
Chamberlain,  Rt.  Hn.  J.  (Birin. 
Chamberlain,  J.  AiiBten(  Wore. 
Chaplin,  Rt.  Hon.  Henry 
Charrington,  Spencer 
Chelsea,  ViBcount 
Cochrane,  Hon.  Thos.  H.A.E. 
Coghill,  Douglas,  Harry 
Cohen,  Benjamin  Louis 
Ceilings,  Rt.  Hon.  Jesse 
Colomb,  SirJohnCharlesKeady 
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Comptoii,  Ijord  Alwyne 
Cook,  Viwii.  Lucas  (Lamljet)i) 
Corbett,  A.  Cameroii(Gla8go\v 
Cross,  Alexander  (Glasgow) 
Cubitt,  Hon.  Heniy 
Curzon,  Viscount 
Dalkeith,  Earl  of 
Dalrymple,  Sir  Charles 
Davies.SirHoratioD.  (Chatham 
Denny,  Colonel 
Disraeli,  Coningsby  Ralph 
Dorington,  Sir  John  Edward 
Doughty,  George 
Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Duncombe,  Hon.  Hubert  V. 
Egerton,  Hon.  A.  de  Tatton 
Fardell,  Sir  T.  George 
FelloweSjHon  Ail wyn  Edward 
Finch,  George  H. 
Finlay,  Sir  Kol)ert  Bannatyne 
Fisher,  William  Hayes 
FitzGerald,SirRobcrt  Penrose- 
J^'letcher,  Sir  Henry 
Folkestone,  Viscount 
Forster,  Henry  William 
Foster,  Colonel  (Lancaster) 
Galloway,  William  Johnson 
(iarfit,  William 
(Jibbona,  J.  Lloyd 
Gibbs,HnA.G.H.(CityofLond. 
Giles,  Charles  Tyrrell 
Goilson,  Sir  Augustus  Fredk. 
Goldsworthy,  Major-General 
Gordon,  Hon.  John  Edward 
Gorst,Rt.  Hon.  Sir  John  Eldon 
Goultliug,  Edward  Alfred 
Graham,  Henry  Robert 
Green,  Waif  ordD.  ( Wedn'sbury 
Greene,  Henry  D.  (Shrewsbury) 
Greene,  W.  Rayinond-(Cambs) 
Gull,  Sir  Cameron 
Gunter,  Colonel 
Hamilton,  Rt.Hn.Lord  George 
Hannon,  Sir  Reginald 
Harmon- Hodge,  RobertTrotter 
Hill,Sir  Edward  Stock  (Bristol 


Allen,Wm.(Ne we.  under  Lyme 

As((uith,Rt.  Hon.  Herb.  Henry 

Atherley-Jon&s,  L. 

Austin,  Sir  John  (Yorkshire) 

litiinbnd^e,  Emerson 

Baker,  Sir  John 

Beaumont,  Wentworth  C.  B. 

Billson,  Alfred 

Ikoadhurst,  Henry 

Bryce,  Rt.  Hon.  James 

Burns,  John 

Buxton,  Sydney  Charles 

Caldwell,  James 

Canipliell-Banncrman,  Sir  H. 

(^auston,  Richard  Knight 

Cawley,  Frederick 

Channmg,  Francis  Allston 

Clark,  Dr.G.B.  ((^vithness-sh.) 

Clough,  Walter  Owen 

Colville,  John 

Courtney,  Rt.  Hon.  Leonard  H. 

Daly,  J.imcs 

Dilke,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Charles 

Dcwgan,  P.  C. 

Evans,  SamuelT.  ((ilaiiiorgan 

(ilailstone,  Ht.  Hon. Herbert. J. 

lioddard,  l)anicl  Ford 
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Hubbard,  Hon.  Evelyn 
Hughcrs  Colonial  Edwin 
Jelireys,  Arthur  Frederick 
Johnston,  William  (Belfast) 
Jollitfe,  Hon.  H.  George 
Kimber,  Henry 
Lawrence,SirE.  Duming-(Com 
Lawrence,  Wm.  F.  (Liverpool) 
Lea,  Sir  Thomas  (Londonderry 
Lees,  Sii-  Elliott  (Birkenhead) 
Leigh- Bennett,  Henry  Currie 
Leighton,  Stanley 
Lockwood,  Lt.-Col.  A.  R. 
Loder,  Gerald  Walter  Erskine 
Long,Rt.Hn.  Walter(Liv'pool) 
Lopes,  Henry  Yarde  Bull^r 
Lowlea,  John 
Loyd,  Archie  Kirkman 
Lucas-Sliadwell,  William 
Miicdona,  John  Cumming 
Maclure,  Sir  John  William 
M 'Arthur,  Charles  (Liveq)Ool) 
M'Calmont,  H.  L.  B.  (Canibs.) 
Maple,  Sir  John  Blundell 
Marks,  Henry  Hananel 
Massey-MainwaringjHn.  W.  F. 
Melvifle,  Beresford  Valentine 
Middlemore,  J.  Throgmorton 
Milbank,  Sir  Powlett  Chas.  J. 
Milton,  Viscount 
Milward,  Colonel  Victor 
Monckton,  Edward  Philip 
Monk,  Charles  James 
Moore,  William  (Antrim,  N.) 
More,  Robt.  Jasper(Shrop8hire) 
Morgan,  Hn.  Fred.(  Monni' thsh. 
Morrell,  George  Herbert 
Merton,  Arthur  H.  A.  (Deptf  ord 
Mount,  William  George 
Muntz,  Philip  A. 
Murray,RtHn  A.  Graham(  Bute 
Murray,  Charles  J.  (Coventry) 
Murray,  Col.  Wyndham  (Bath 
Nicol,  Donald  Kinian 
Northcote,Hon.Sii-  H.  Stafford 
Phillpotts,  Captain  Arthur 
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Gurdon,  Sir  William  Brampton 
Haldane,  Richard  Burdon 
Hayne,  Rt.  Hon.  C.  Seale- 
Hazell,  Walter 
Hedderwick,  Thos  Charles  H. 
Homiman,  Frederick  John 
Humphreys-Owen,  Arthur  C. 
Joicey,  Sir  James 
Jones,  Wm.  (Carnarvonshire) 
Kearley,  Hudson  E. 
Kenyon,  James 
Lambert,  Georj^e 
Lawson,SirWillrid(Cumb'land 
Long,  Sir  John 
Macaleese,  Daniel 
M*Arthur,  William  (Cornwall) 
M'Kenna,  Reginald 
M'Laren,  (-harles  Benjamin 
M'Leocl,  John 

Morgan,  J.Lloyd  (Carmarthen 
Norton,  Captain  Cecil  Wm. 
Nussey,  Thomas  Willans 
Oldroyd,  Mark 
Pease,  Alfred  K.  (Clcvoland) 
PoJisr,  .los»»ph  A.  (Northumb.) 
l*hili])ps,  John  Wynfonl 
Pickei-sgill,  Edwanl  Hare 
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Pierpoint,  Robert 
Pilkmgton,  Riolianl 
Po.vell,  Sir  Fmucw  S>liarii 
Purvis,  Robert 
Pym,  C.  Guy 
Rankin,  Sir  James 
Rentoul,  James  Alexander 
Richards,  Henry  Cliarles 
Richardson,SirThos.  ( Hart !  i  : » 
Ritchie,  Rt.  Hn.  C.  Thooi  !»--•• 
Robert/son,  Herbert  (Hackiit- 
Round,  James 
Russell,  T.  W.  (Tyrone) 
Ryder,  John  Herl^ert  DutlK-y 
Scoble,  Sir  Andrew  Kichanl 
Sharpe,  William  Edwani  T. 
Sidebotham,  J.  W.  (Cheshi^t- 
Sidebottom,  William(  Deri » y-  h . 
Simeon,  Sir  Barrington 
Smith,  Hon.  W.  F.  1>.  (St ran.*. 
Stanley,  Edwd.Jas.(Soinei>eti 
Stanley,  Lord  (Lanes.) 
Stephens,  Henry  Charles 
Talbot,  Lord  E.  (Chichestcri 
Thornton,  Percy  M. 
ToUemache,  Henry  James 
Tomlinson,  W.  E.  Murray 
Valentia,  Viscount 
Webster,  R.  G.  (St.  Pancra.-) 
Web8ter,SirR.E.  (IsleofWiglit 
Wentworth,  Bruce  C.  Vem<»i*- 
Whiteley,H.(Ashton-under-l*. 
Whitmore,  Charles  Algernon 
Williams,  Colonel  R.  (Donni 
A Villiams, Joseph  Powell-(Biri  i 
Wilson, J. W.  (vVorcestcTHh. N . 
Wortley,  Rt.  Hn.  C.  R  Stua.t 
Wyndham,  George 
Wyndham-Quin,  Major  W.  H. 
Wyvill,  Marmaduke  D*Arcy 
Yerburgh,  Robert  Armstrong 
Young,  Commander  (Berks,  b . ) 

Tellers  for  the  Ayks  - 
Sir  William  Walrond  and 
Mr.  Anstruthcr. 


Pirie,  Duncan  V. 
Rickett,  J.  Compton 
Roberts,  John  Bryn  (Eifion) 
Rnbson,  William  Snowdon 
Shaw,  Charles  Edw.  (StaflTonlj 
Shaw,  Thomas  (Hawick  B.) 
Sinclair,Capt.  John  ( Forf  ai-sh. ) 
Smith,  Satnuel  (Flint) 
Spicer,  Albert 
Steadman,  William  Charles 
Sullivan,  Donal  (Westnieiitli) 
Thou  uis,  David  Alfre<l(  Mertlu  r 
Trevelyan,  Charles  Philiiis 
Ure,  Alexander 
Walton,  JohnLaw8on(  Leeds,  S 
Warner,  Thomas  Courtney  T, 
Wedderbum,  Sir  William* 
Weir,  James  Galloway 
Whittaker,  Thomas  l^ihiicr 
Williams,  John  Carvel  1  ( N  ot  t  - 1 
Wilson,  John  (Durham,  Mi«l) 
Wilson,  John  (Govan) 
Wilson,  J.  H.  (Middlesbrough) 

Tfllkks    vom    tiik     NnK> 
Mr.  Jainos  SUiarl  ami  Mr. 
Lough. 
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Committee  report  Progress  :  to  sit  again 
to-morrow. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS  [12th  MAY]. 
Kesolutions  reported — 

Spirits  in  Bottle. 

1.  "That,  in  atldition  to  the  Duties  of  Cuh- 
toins  now  |>ayaMe  on  spirits  iiniioiteil  into 
i  rreat  Britain  or  Irehind,  there  Hhailbe  cliar^ed 
lovietl,  and  paid  the  Duly  following,  tliat  is  to 

**  Spirits  in1)ottle  (including  iHjrfumed  spirits 
and  li<iue\irs,  cordials,  mixture: ,  and  other  pre- 
parations in  lK>ttlo  entertnl  iuKucha  manner  as 
lo  indicate  that  the  strength  is  not  to  he 
to.^tiMi)  the  liquid  gallon.     .     .     One  Shilling." 

*SiK  CHARLES  DILKE  said  that  on 
F'ri(hiy  night  the  Chaneellor  of  the  Ex- 
ilK'«luer  Wiis  asked  if  he  could  give  the 
Committee  any  figures  at  all  on  the  subject 
of  his  new  proposal  for  the  surtax  on 
bottled  spirits  and  bottled  perfumes.  The 
IIt)U8e  had  full  statistics  on  the  subject  of 
]M)ttle(l  wines,  but  they  had  no  figures 
b.'fore  them  with  reganl  to  the  tax  on 
bottled  spirits,  because  the  Customs  had 
not  hitherto  distinguished  between  bottled 
spirits  and  spirits  imported  in  cask. 
I'nere  was,  however,  a  report  from  the 
Consular  district  of  Bordeaux,  from  w^hich 
a  considerable  amount  of  brandy  was 
shipped  to  this  country,  and  from  that 
report  ho  gathered  that  the  trade  in 
bottled  brandy  sent  to  this  country  was 
very  large  indeed.  He  imagined  that  the 
trade  which  would  be  hit  bv  this  tax  was 
especially  the  trade  in  high-class  French 
brandy,  liqueurs,  and  high-class  perfumes. 
The  trade  in  high-class  bottled  brandy 
from  Bordeaux  alone  last  year  was 
3*25,000  bottles.  That  was  an  enormous 
(pijuitity,  and  he  should  be  glad  if  the 
C.iancellor  of  the  Exchequer  could  place 
1)  fore  the  House  any  figures  with  re- 
•:  M-.l  to  the  effect  of  this  tax. 

Mr.  lough  said  he  would  like  to 
understand  the  principle  on  which  the 
right  hon.  (xentleman  was  proceeding,  and 
aske<l  whether  the  proposed  Uix  ma<le  any 
differentiation  in  favour  of  home-made 
spirits. 

*Thb  CHANCELLOR  OF  THE  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  M.  Hicks-Bkach,  Bristol, 
W.):  There  will  be  no  differentiation  be- 
tween the  spirit^s  manufactureil  in  this 
coiuitry  and  foreign  spirits  not  im|K>rt<*d  in 
lH)ttIe.    With  reganl  to  the  (piestion  asked 


by  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for 
the  Forest  of  Dean,  it  is  true  that  there 
are  no  existing  statistics  showing  the 
amount  of  spirits  imported  in  the 
year  in  bottle  and  in  cask,  but  from 
figures  for  two  months,  which  I  hdve 
taken  out,  it  may  fairly  be  calculated  that 
for  the  yeiir  there  would  be  roughly  an 
import  of  bottled  spirits  of  1,200,000  gal- 
lons, and  of  this  amount,  not  far  short  of 
two-thirds  would  be  brandy.  The  rest 
would  be  made  up  from  the  different 
classes  of  spirits,  some  less  and  some  more 
valuable. 


Resolution  agreed  to. 


Stamp  Dutipx 

2,  "  That,  in  lieu  of  the  Stamp  Duties  men- 
tioned in  the  Resolutions  numhered  2  and  4, 
relating  to  Stamp  Duties  agreetl  to  by  the 
House  on  the  fourteenth  day  of  April  one 
thousand  eiglit  hundred  and  ninety-nine,  there 
shall  be  charged  the  following  Stamp  Duties, 
namely — 

(1)  on  all  foreign  and  colonial  marketable 
securitias  ti*ansferahle  by  delivery  which 
are  not  at  present  chargeahle  with 
Stamp  Duty,  and  which  are  negotiated 
in  the  United  Kingdom  after  the  first 
day  of  August  one  thou5)and  eight  hun- 
and  ninety-nine ;  and 

(2)  on  any  instrument  to  l^earer  by  means 
of  which  any  share  or  stock  of  any  com- 
pany or  body  of  persons  fonned  or  estab- 
lished out  of  the  United  Kingdom  is, 
after  the  first  day  of  August  one  thou- 
sand eight  hundred  and  ninety-nine, 
negotiated  in  the  United  Kingdom, 

a  stamp  duty  of  one  shilling  for  every  ten 
pounds,  and  also  for  any  fractional  part  of  ten 
{K)unds,  in  the  case  of  a  marketable  security  of 
the  money  thereby  secured,  and  in  the  case  of 
any  such  mstrument  to  bearer  of  the  nominal 
value  of  the  share  or  stock  to  which  the  instru- 
ment relates." 

Still  Wines  in  Bottle. 

3.  "  That,  in  lieu  of  the  Duties  of  Customs 
payable,  under  the  Resolution  reported  from  the 
Uommittce  of  Ways  and  Means  on  the  four- 
teenth day  of  April  and  then  agreed  to  bv  the 
House,  on  still  wine  importetl  into  ftreat 
Britain  or  Ireland  in  l)ottle,  there  shall  be 
charged,  levied,  and  paid  the  saiue  Duties  in 
res|)ect  of  alcoholic  streni^th  as  if  the  wine 
were  in  cask,  and  an  adclitional  Duty,  tlie 
gallon        ....        One  Shilling." 

Resolutions  agreed  to. 

Ordered,  that  it  be  an  Instruction  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Finance  Bill  that 
they  have  power  to  make  provision  there- 
in pursuant  to  the  said  Resolutions. — 
(Afr.  Chunci'Uor  of  the  Ejchfipur.) 
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Supreme  Court 


{COMMONS} 


(Appeals) 


FINANCE  (RE-COMMITTED)  BILL. 

Considered  in  Committee, 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  2,  amended,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  3,  amended,  and  agreed  to. 

New  clause  (Additional  duties  on 
spirits) — (Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer) 
brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed — 
"  That  the  clause  be  read  a  second  time." 

Mr.  COURTNEY  asked  what  was  the 
amount  expected  to  be  realised  from  this 
new  duty. 

♦Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  :  I  am  afraid 
the  result  will  be  that  I  shall  be  several 
thousands  of  pounds  worse  off  than  I  had 
expected.  The  loss  on  wines  is  estimated 
at  £110,000,  while  the  additional  duty  on 


6S8 

than 


spirits    will    not    produce     more 
£40,000  or  £50,000. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  added. 


Bill  reported,  as  amended,  to  be  consi- 
dered to-morrow. 

COLONIAL  LOANS  FUND  BILXw 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1  : — 

Committee    report    Progress ;     to    sit 
again  this  day. 

SUPREME  COURT  (APPEALS)  BILL. 

[Lords.] 

As  amended,  considered ;  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 

Adjoomed  at  ten  minates  after 
Twelve  of  the  o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OF    LOKDS. 

Kcacl  2",  and  committed. 


Tuesdii!/  16th  May  18U0. 


PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS, 


•i 

s 


I* 


1^ 


^ 
^ 


JONES'S  DIVORCE  HILL. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read  :  Counsel  called  in  :  Witnesses 
examined  :  Moved  that  the  Bill  be  now 
read  2** ;  the  same  was  agreed  to  :  Bill 
reiwl  2^  accordingly  ;  and  committed  to  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  Thurs- 
day next. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  acquainted 
theHouse  that  the  Clerk  of  the  Parliaments 
had  laid  upon  the  Table  the  Certificates 
from  the  Examiners  that  the  further 
Standing  Orders  applicable  to  the  follow- 
ing Bills  have  been  complied  with  : 

GREAT  CENTRAL  RAILWAY. 
SOUTH-EASTERN         AND         LONDON, 
CHATHAM,     AND     DOVER     RAILWAY 

COMPANIES. 

SOUTH-EASTERN  RAILWAY. 

Also  the  Certificate  that  no  further 
Standing  Orders  are  applicable  to  the 
following  Bill ; 

GAS  LIGHT  AND  COKE  COMPANY. 

The  same  were  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
Table. 


LISBURN       TOWN       COMMISSIONERS 

RILL. 


SUNDERLAND      CORPORATION      BILL 

[Lords]. 

3        lieportod  from  the  Select  Committee, 
;^  with  Amendments. 

^  COBIIAM  GAS  BILL  [Lords]. 

I       Reported,  with  Amendments. 

J.    GROSVENOR  CHAPEL  (LONDON)  BILL 
M  [Lords]. 

Committee  to  meet  on  Thursday  next. 

OWEN'S  COLLEGE,  MANCHESTER  BILL 

[Lordfl], 

To  bo  read  2"  on  the  first  sitting  day 
after  the  Recess  at  W^hitsuntide. 

BROOKE'S       PARK       (LONDONDERRY) 

BILL  [Lords]. 

Road  2-. 

TAFF  VALE  RAILWAY  BILL. 
Read  2",  and  committed. 
VOL.  LXXI.         [Fourth  Series.] 


SCUNTHORPE   URBAN    DISTRICT  GAS 
AND  WATER  BILL. 

Read  2",  and  committed :  The  Com- 
mittee to  be  proposed  by  the  Committee 
of  Selection. 

PORT  TALBOT  RAILWAY  AND  DOCKS 

BILL  [IjonU], 

Read  3'*,  and  pjissed,  and  sent  to  the 
Commons. 

SALFORD  CORPORATION   BILL  [LonUl. 

liead  3",  and  passed,  and  sent  to  the 
Commons. 

WAKEFIELD       CORPORATION       BILL 

[LohIh]. 

Read  3",  and  passed,  and  sent  to  the 
Commons. 

FISHGUARD  AND  ROSSLARE  RAIL- 
WAYS  AND  HARBOURS  BILL, 
SHIREBROOK  AND  DISTRICT  GAS 
BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  1*  ; 
and  referred  to  the  Examiners. 

ST.  ANDREW'S  BURGH  PROVISIONAL 
ORDER        CONFIRMATION        BILL 

[Lords]. 

Returned  from  the  Commons,  agreed 
to. 

NORTHERN     ASSURANCE     COMPANY 

BILL  [Lonls]. 

Returned  from  the  Commons  agreed 
to,  with  Amendments ;  the  said  Amend- 
ments considered,  and  agreed  to. 

ELECTRIC  LIGHTING   PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  1)  BILL. 

ELECTRIC  LIGHTING  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  10)  BILL  [Loitls]. 

ELECTRIC  LIGHTING  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  11)  BILL  [Lords]. 

Read  2<*  (according  to  order). 

ELECTRIC  LIGHTING   PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  4)  BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons;  road 
1* ;  to  be  printed ;  and  referred  to  the 
Examiners.     (No.  93). 

GAS    ORDERS    CONFIRMATION 
(No.  1)  BILL  [Lords]. 
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6&1  Petitions, 

GAS    ORDERS    CONFIRMATION 
(No.  2)  BILL  [Lords]. 


WATER    ORDERS   CONFIRMATION 
BILL  [Lords]. 

To  he  read  2",  on  Thursday  next. 

WATERMEN'S     AND     LIGHTERMEN'S 
ACTS  AMENDMENT  BILL  [Lords]. 

The  order  made  on  the  5th  instant 
appointing  certain  Lords  the  Select  Com- 
mittee to  consider  the  Bill,  discharged. 


{LORDS} 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  &c. 


ARMY  (PRELIMINARY  RETURN). 

Preliminary  Return  of  the  British 
Army  for  1898  ;  with  abstracts,  <fec, 

EDUCATION  (SCOTLAND). 

Report  of  the  Committee  of  Council  on 
Education  in  Scotland;  with  appendix, 
1898-99.  • 

POLICE  (SCOTLAND). 

Forty-first  Annual  Report  of  Her 
Majesty's  Inspector  of  Constabulary  for 
Scotland,  for  the  year  ended  31st  Decem- 
ber, 1898. 

TRADE  REPORTS. 

Annual  Series — 

No.  2,259.  France  (Dunkirk). 
No.  2,260.  Persia    (Ispahan  and    Dis- 
trict). 

No.  2,261.  Italy  (Sardinia). 
No.  2,262.  Turkey  (Aleppo). 

IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION. 
Rule  dated  29th  of  April,  1899. 

POST  OFFICE  (PARCEL  POST  WITH 
PORTUGAL,  INCLUDING  MADEIRA 
AND  THE  AZORES.) 

Agreement  for  the  express  delivery  of 
parcels  exchanged  between  the  United 
Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland 
and  Portugal,  including  ^Jadeira  and  the 
Azores. 

Presented  fby  Command],  and  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  Table. 

PRISONS  (IRELAND). 

Order  in  Council,  approving  of  a  rule 
made  by  the  General  Prisons  Board, 
dated  5th  May,  1899  ;  laid  before  the 
House  (pursuant  to  Act),  and  ordered  to 
lie  on  the  Table. 


Petitions. 
PETITIONS. 


iMr: 


VACCINATION  ACTS. 

Petition  for  repeal  of  ;  of  Guardians  <•{ 
the  Poor  of  St.  Mary's,  Islington  ;  rea«l 
and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

MUNICIPAL  CORPORATIONS 
(BOROUGH    FUNDS)    ACT,     1872. 

Petition  for  amendment  of  ;  of  Urhai. 
District  Council  of  Wimbledon ;  read 
and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 


HOUSE  OF  LORDS  OFFICES. 

First  Report  from  the  Select  Com- 
mittee, made ;  to  be  printed  ;  and  to  !»»* 
considered  on  Thursday  next.   (No.  91.) 

SUPREME  COURT  (APPEALS)  BILL. 

Returned  from  the  Commons  anti 
agreed  to,  with  Amendments  ;  Comnior;* 
Amendments  considered  (on  motion),  and 
agreed  to,  with  an  Amendment ;  and  Bill 
returned  to  the  Commons. 

• 

LINCOLNSHIRE         CORONERS        BILL 

[Lords]. 

Reported  from  the  Standing  Committee 
with  Amendments.  The  Report  there*  if 
to  be  received  on  Thursday  next  ;  and 
Bill  to  be  printed  as  amended.     (No.  94.) 

PARISH    COUNCILLORS    (TENURE    (>F 
OFFICE)  BILL. 

Reported  from  the  Standing  Commit  ten? 
with  an  Amendment.  The  lieport  thereof 
to  be  received  on  Thursday  next ;  an«l 
Bill  to  be  printed  as  amended.     (No.  95.) 

INFECTIOUS       DISEASE       (NOTIFKW- 
TION)  ACT  (1889)  EXTENSION  BILL. 

Reported  from  the  Standing  Committer* 
without  amendment,  and  to  be  read  3**  on 
Thursday  next. 

PUBLIC  LIBRARIES  (SCOTLAND)  ACTS 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 

Reported  from  the  Standing  Committee 
without  amendment,  and  to  be  read  3*  on 
Thursday  next. 

LICENSING     (DISQUALIFICATION     OF 
JUSTICES  REMOVAL)  BILL  [Lords]. 

Reported  from  the  Standing  Committee 
without  amendment,  and  to  be  read  3«  on 
Thursday  next. 
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ISOLATION   HOSPITALS  ACT  (AMEND- 
MENT)  BILL  [Lords]. 

Second  Reading. 
Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

*The    Earl   of   LICHFIELD:    My 
Lords,  the  Bill  which  I  am  now  asking 
your  Lordships  to  read  a  second  time  has 
been    introduced     with     the    object    of 
amending      certain      recently-discovered 
Haws  in  the  Isolation  Hospitals  Act  of 
lSi)3.     That  Act  applies  to  England  and 
Wales,  but  not  to  Scotland,  Ireland,  the 
County  of  London  or  County  Boroughs. 
It  empowers  County  Councils  to  provide 
or  cause  to  be  provided    within    their 
resj)ective  administrative   areas  isolation 
hospitals  to  serve  the  district,  and  it  also 
cin|)ower8  the   County   Councils  to  con- 
tribute out  of  the  county  rate  towards 
the    maintenance     of     those     hospitals. 
Though  the  Public  Health  Act  of  1875 
has  l)con  in  operation  for  24  years,  it  has 
not  succeeded   in   covering  the   country 
with  isolation  hospitals  to  anything  like 
the  extent  which  is  now  thought  neces- 
sary.    That  is  no  doubt  owing  to  the  fact 
that  the  Act  is  entirely  permissive.     In 
Staffordshire  we  have  only  one-sixth  of 
the    necessary    hospital    accommodation, 
provided  under  the  Act  of  1875,  and  to 
remedy  this  state  of  affairs  our  County 
Coiuicil  has  lately  promulgated  a  scheme 
whereby,  under  ceitain  conditions,  they 
a^'ree  to  contribute   towards  the  annual 
expenses  of  hospitals  established  under  the 
Act  of  1893,  and  they  have  also  prepared 
a  tentative  plan  under  which  the  county 
is  divided  into  suitable  hospital  districts. 
AVe  have  in  our  county  something  like 
57  authorities,  urban  and  niral,  but  under 
the  scheme   now  projwsed   we   hope  to 
divide  the    county  into  only  16  suitable 
hospital     areas.       These     hospitals    are 
intended  to  serve  a  very  large   popula- 
tion,  but  in  almost  every  case,   except 
where  there  are  scattered  rural  districts, 
they   will   not   bo   more  than  five  miles 
from   any   part   of  the   population   they 
arc  intended  to  serve.     It  seems  obvious 
that  a  scheme  of  grouping  such  as  I  have 
mentioned   must  be  conducive   both    to 
economy  and  efficiency.     It  will  be  con- 
ducive  to   economy,  because   where  you 
have  a  large  hospital  the  expense  per  bed 
for  construction  is  less  than  it  would  be 
in  a  small  hospital ;  and  where  you  have 
a  large  hospital  serving  a  large  district, 
the  number  of  beds po  rata  of  the  popu- 


lation necessary,  is  less  than  the  number 
of  beds  required  in    a    small    hospital 
serving  a  small  district.     This  grouping 
also  contributes  to  efficiency,  because  in  a 
large  hospital  the  staff  would  be  more 
likely  to  bo  up  to  the  times  and  efficient, 
than  the  staff  of  a  small  hospital  where 
cases  may  only  be  admitted  perhaps  at 
intervals  of  weeks  or  months.     What  is 
occurring    in    my  own    county    is  also 
taking  place  throughout  the  whole    of 
England  and  Wales.      County  Councils 
are  desirous  of  taking  advantage  of  the 
Act  of  1893,  and  in  some  cases,  indeed, 
they  have  already  taken  partial  advantage 
of  that  Act,  but  unfortunately  a  serious 
flaw  has  recently  been  discovered  in  it. 
It  had  been  assumed  that  where  efficient 
hospitals  were  in  existence,  built  under 
the  Act  of  1875,  with  the  assent  of  the 
local  authority  and  the  Local  Government 
Board,  they  might  be  transferred  to  the 
new  Hospital  Committees,  and  that  the 
County  Councils  might  contribute  to  such 
hospitals  if    they    so    pleased.      Unfor- 
tunately,  the  Local  Government  Board 
have  decided  that  in  neither  of    these 
cases  is  it  legal  so  to  act,  and  thus  the 
operations    of    the    Act     of     1893    are 
seriously    imperilled.       In    fact,  at    the 
present  time  there  is  a  deadlock  existing 
in   many  counties.     It  will    be   obvious 
that,  where  a  comprehensive   scheme  is 
initiated    by    the    County    Council,    in 
all     fairness    the     Council     should     bo 
able  to  give  assistance  to  all  parts  of  the 
county    throughout    the    administrative 
area ;  but  the  effect  of  the  decision  of  the 
Local   Government    Board  will    be  that 
where  the  local  authorities  have  done  their 
duty     and     have     established     efficient 
hospitals,  they  will  be  doubly  penalised. 
In  the  first   place,   they  will  be  unable 
either  to  sell  their  hospital  or  obtain  a 
contribution  from  the   County   Council. 
In    the    second    place,   they    will    have 
to   pay   their  proportion   of  the   county 
rate  to  maintain  hospitals  in  other  dis- 
tricts in    their   county   which   have  not 
Ijcen  so  forward  as  they  hiive  been  in  pro- 
viding proper    hospital    accommodation. 
Under   these    circumstances   it    is    very 
essential  that  there  should  be  some  alter- 
ation in   the   law.      I   should   not   have 
brought  this  matter  forward  on  my  own 
responsibility    or   for    the  benefit    only 
of  my  county.      But  this  is   a   matter 
of  CTcat  importance   to    the    whole    of 
England  and  Wales,  and  I  am  bringing 
in  this  Bill  with  the  assent    and    the 
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full    support    of    the    County    Councils 
Association     of     England    and     Wales, 
who  are  most   anxious    that  a   change 
should  be  made  in  the  law  as  speedily  as 
possible.     I  will  very  briefly  refer  to  the 
provisions  of  this  Bill.     Clause  2  provides 
that  any  district  council  and  any  joint 
board  constituted  under  the  Public  Health 
Act,  1875,  which  has  provided  or  acquired 
under  the  Public  Health  Act,  1875,  or 
under   any  local  Act  of  Parliament,   a 
hospital  for  the  reception  of  the  sick  may, 
with  the  sanction  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,   agree    to  and   carry   into 
effect  a  transfer  and  conveyance  to  the 
council  of  the  county  within  which  their 
district  is  situate,  of  such  hospital  and 
its  appurtenances  upon  such  terms  and 
conditions    as     may    be    sanctioned   by 
the    Local    Government  Board.     Under 
Clause  4  power  is  also  given  to  county 
councils,  where  they  deem  it    expedient 
so  to  do  for  the  benefit  of  the  county,  to 
contribute  out  of  the  county  rate,  on  such 
conditions  as  they  may  prescribe,  a  capital 
or  annual  sum  towards  the  structural  and 
the  establishment  expenses  of  an  isolation 
hospital  or  hospitals  provided  either  before 
or  after  the  passing  of  this  Act  by  a 
District  Councilor  a  joint  board  under  the 
Public   Health  Act,   1875,  or  under  any 
local  Act  of  Parliament,  or  to  either  class 
of  such  expenses.     Clause  5  gives  power 
to  County   Councils  to  borrow   money, 
which  they  have  not  the  power  to  do  under 
the  Act  of  1893.     Many  County  Councils 
prefer  to  contribute  to  the  building  of  these 
hospitals  rather  than  to  give  an  annual 
grant,  and  it  is  very  much  desired  that 
they  should  have  the  power  to  borrow 
money.     I  am  afraid  I  have  troubled  your 
Lordships  at    some  length,   but   I    was 
anxious  to  explain  the  position  as  best  I 
could.     I  hope  my  noble  friend  who  re- 
presents the  Local   Government    Board 
will  be  able  to  advise  the  House  to  allow 
the  Bill  to  be  read  a  second  time.     If 
there  are  any  points  on  which  we  may 
not  be  quite  agreed,  they  may  be  left  over 
for  discussion,  and,  I  hope,  settlement,  in 
committee.     If  the  Bill  is  read  a  second 
time  I  do  not  propose  to  put  down  the 
Committee  stage  until  after  the  Whitsun- 
tide recess.     I  beg  to  move  that  the  Bill 
be  read  a  second  time. 

Moved — 
"  Tliat  the  Bill  be  now  read  2«." 

Lord  HARRIS :  My  Lords,  so  far  as 
Earl  of  Lichfield. 


the  provisions  of  the  Bill  give  power  to  a 
County  Council  to  contribute  towards  tL- 
expenses  of  a  hospital  that  has  been  pri> 
vided  by  a  local  authority  or  Joint  R.^lt  ; 
under  the  Public  Health  Act,  1875,  ■  - 
under  a  local  Act,  and  so  far  as  they  giv 
power  to  the  County  Council  to  bom-v* 
for  the  purpose  of  acquiring  the  hospitaiN 
the  Local  Government  Board  see  no  «»}» 
jection  to  the  Bill,  and  quite  approve  <>i 
it ;  but  they  are  not  so  satisfied  as  r^ani- 
the  proposal  for  taking  over  a  hospitii] 
already  in  existence,  and  they  woul: 
prefer  to  reserve  their  opinion  upon  tha: 
point  until  an  opportunity  is  given  f^r 
further  consideration  of  the  subject.  The 
noble  Lord  cannot,  I  think,  take  the  Com- 
mittee stage  until  after  the  Whitsuntitit; 
recess,  and  that  will  give  the  Local  Gov- 
ernment Board  an  opportunity  of  lookin^^ 
further  into  the  Bill. 

On  question,  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  2"  (according  to  order)  and 
committed  to  a  committee  of  the  whok 
House. 


METROPOLITAN   WATER  COBIPANIES 

BILL. 

COMMITTEE. 

House    in    Committee    (according    to 
order). 

Clause  1  :— 

Viscount  HAMPDEN:  The  Amend- 
ment  which  I  now  move  is  a  very  simple 
one,  and  provides  that  the  money  required 
for  the  construction  of  works  under  the 
Bill  should  be  raised  by  the  companies 
actually  constructing  the  works.  The 
whole  of  the  companies  are  agreed  as 
to  the  desirability  of  this  Amendment, 
which  will  avoid  administrative  incon- 
venience. For  instance,  if  one  company 
should  have  to  raise  £5,000  for  the  con- 
struction of  works  under  this  Bill,  it  is 
desirable  that  that  company  should  raise 
the  capital  itself  and  not  be  required  to 
go  to  the  other  companies  to  ask  them  to 
raise  separately  £600  or  X700  apiece.  It 
was  simply  owing  to  an  oversight  that 
this  Amendment  was  not  put  in  upstairs 
in  Committee. 

Amendment  moved — 

"In   page   2,   line   1,  to  leave  <mt  '*and 
maintainmg '  "--( Viaoourtt  Hampden), 
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Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  moved — 

"  In  line  2,  after  '  borne '  to  inHert '  and  the 
money  required  for  the  construction  of  such 
worlcH  Rhall  be  raised  by  tlie  isMue  of  debenture 
Ktock  under  the  powers  of  thin  Act  by  the 
coiu^MUiy  actually  conHtnicting  the  same,  but 
the  interent  on  Huch  stock  Hliall,  snbiect  as 
heroin-after  provided,  be  borne.'" — {yiseaunt 
Uttiiqtden), 

Agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  : — 

Lord  JAMES  of  HEREFORD :  My 
Lonis,  the  Amendment  which  I  now  move 
is  rendered  necessary  by  the  subsecjuent 
Amendment  which  I  have  on  the  paper 
to  strike  out  the  whole  of  Clause  3.  Tnis 
Amendment  raises  a  question  which  is 
certainly  not  without  importance,  and  I 
think  a  few  words  from  me  are  necessary 
to  explain  to  your  Lordships  why  those 
in  charge  of  the  Bill  have  thought  it  right 
to  take  exception  to  the  findmg  of  the 
Select  Committee  of  your  Lordships' 
House  with  regard  to  the  sinking  fund 
clause.  The  inter-communication  of  the 
systems  of  the  water  companies  was  pro- 
posed in  order  to  avoid  the  recurrence 
of  a  water  famine,  and  the  water  companies 
cheerfully  undertook  the  obligation.  But 
your  Lordships  must  understand  that  the 
expenditure  which  they  will  have  to  make 
in  order  to  eflfect  this  inter-communication 
never  can  produce  them  any  return  by 
way  of  profit.  When  this  question  of 
inter-communication  came  before  Lord 
LlandafiTs  Commission,  that  Commission 
recommended  that  in  respect  of  the 
capital  raised  for  this  purpose  the 
usual  sinking  fund  clause  should  be 
introduced.  It  is  upon  that  recom- 
mendation that  the  Government  in- 
troduced this  Bill  in  the  House  of 
Commons  without  any  sinking  fund 
clause.  When  the  Bill  came  before  the 
House  of  Commons  the  insertion  of  the 
sinking  fund  clause  was  not  insisted 
u)X)n,  although  the  London  County 
Council  is  strongly  represented  in  that 
House ;  but  the  Select  Committee  of  your 
Lordships'  House  to  which  the  Bill  was 
referred  have  inserted  the  clause.      The 


responsibility  must  rest  with  this  House 
in  Committee,  but  the  Government  still 
adhere,  and  strenuously  adhere,  to  the 
original  decision  of  those  who  framed  this 
BiU  and  conducted  it  through  Parliament. 
It  is  clear  that  the  sinking  fund  clause 
ought  not  to  be  inserted  in  this  Bill. 
Consider  for  one  moment  the  origin  of 
this  clause.  Twelve  or  13  years  ago  a 
Committee,  presided  over  by  Lord  Claude 
Hamilton,  recommended  that  if  the 
water  companies  in  the  Metropolis 
borrowed  capital  money  there  should  be 
a  sinking  fund  clause  inserted  in  any 
Bills  giving  them  power  to  raise  that 
further  capital,  but  what  was  the  object 
of  the  recommendation  ?  The  object  of 
inserting  the  clause  was  that  when  the 
companies  came  to  be  purchased  there 
would  not  be  a  large  amount  of  capital  to 
be  paid  for  by  the  purchasers.  But  the 
I  capital  to  be  raised  by  this  Bill  is  not  to 
,  be  used  to  earn  profit,  and,  therefore,  the 
Government  think  that  the  justice  of  the 
case  requires  the  omission  of  the  sinking 
fund  clause.  The  companies  will  have 
to  perform  this  duty  for  the  benefit  of 
the  consumers  without  profit  or  return, 
and  therefore  should  not  be  made  to  con- 
tribute to  the  sinking  fund.  I  know 
great  respect  ought  to  be  paid  to  the  de- 
cision of  the  Select  Committee  of  your 
Lordships'  House.  I  can  only  say  that  I 
have  read  every  word  of  the  argument 
that  was  used  by  the  London  County 
Council  before  that  Committee,  and  I  can- 
not find  one  suggestion  to  reply  to  the 
reasons  that  I  have  given  why  this  sink- 
ing fund  clause  should  not  be  inserted, 
except  the  repeated  phrase,  "  You  ought 
to  follow  precedent."  The  precedents 
cannot  affect  this  case,  which  springs 
from  another  and  different  condition  of 
things. 

Amendment  moved — 

"  On  page  3,  after  line  7  insert  <  ProWded 
that  a  company  sliall  not  be  required  to  carry 
to  a  sinkinu  fund  a  percentage  on  the  amount 
of  money  for  the  time  heing  raised  by  the 
issue  of  del)enture  Btock  created  under  the 
lowers  of  thia  Act.'  ''—{Lord  James  of  Here- 
ford.) 

Lord  RIBBLESDALE :  My  Lords,  as 
Chairman  of  the  Select  Committee  whose 
action  you  have  just  been  asked  to  over- 
ride, I  should  like  to  say  a  few  words  on 
the  question  of  the  sinking  fund  clause, 
and  give  to  your  Lordships  the  reasons 
which  influenced  the  Committee  to  put 
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the  sinking  fund  clause  into  the  Bill. 
The  noble  Lord  whp  has  just  moved  the 
rejection  of  the  clause  lays  great  stress  on 
the  fact  that  this  Bill  is  in  a  different 
category  as  regards  the  sinking  fund 
clause  to  all  other  Metropolitan  Water 
Bills.  To  a  certain  length  I  am  in  agree- 
ment with  him.  It  is  oSfFerent  because  it 
Proposes  to  transfer  powers  which  have 
een  most  jealously  guarded  and  ex- 
ercised by  Parliament  to  a  Government 
Department,  but  the  noble  Lord  advises  you 
to  further  intensify  the  diiference  between 
this  and  other  Metropolitan  Water  Bills 
in  a  most  important  and  far-reaching  way. 
He  invites  you  to  cut  out  the  sinking 
fund  clause  which  has  been  inserted  by 
the  Select  Committee,  and  which,  upon 
grounds  of  public  policy  and  public  in- 
interest,  Parliament  has  inserted  since 
1886  into  every  London  Water  Bill,  and 
which  now  applies,  I  believe,  to  something 
over  nine  millions  of  capital.  Who  were 
the  parties  to  the  suit  who  came  before 
the  Select  Committee  ?  The  parties  were 
the  Government  and  the  water  companies, 
and,  taking  the  opposite  view  of  the  case, 
the  London  County  Council  and  the 
Corporation  of  London.  The  question  I 
asked  myself,  and  which  I  still  ask 
myself,  is,  which  of  those  authorities 
are  most  likely  to  understand  all 
the  bearings  of  this  great  problem  of  the 
water  supply  of  London  in  the  interests, 
and  the  just  interests,  of  the  public  of 
London  ?  Is  it  the  Gk)vernment  and  the 
water  companies  who  tell  you  that  you 
are  to  omit  this  sinking  fund  clause,  or  is 
it  the  London  County  Council  and  the 
Corporation  of  London  who  strongly 
urge,  and  as  far  as  they  can,  insist  upon 
the  clause  being  inserted  ?  With  all 
respect  to  Her  Majesty's  Government,  it 
seems  to  me  that  the  London  County 
Council  and  the  Corporation  of  London 
are  the  bodies  most  directly  responsible, 
and,  further  than  that,  the  bodies  most 
directly  informed,  conversant  with, 
and  alive  to,  all  the  conditions  of  this 
great  question.  The  London  County 
Council  came  into  existence  in  1889,  and 
I  believe  the  London  water  question  at 
once  began  to  absorb  its  most  strenuous 
industry  and  investigation.  They  tried 
to  master  it  in  every  possible  way.  In 
1891,  they  came  to  Parliament  with  Bills 
dealing  with  the  whole  question.  The 
Committee  presided  over  by  Sir  Matthew 
White  Ridley  reported  that  as  the  repre- 
sentative municipal  authority  of  London 

Lord  luh'/lfudilf. 


the     London     County     Council    shoul' 
examine  and  deal  with  the  whole  ques?ti"i 
of  the  water  supply  of    the  Metropolis 
and  recommend  a  policy  which,for  finar»i-: 
and   other  reasons,  it   was    desirable   : 
adopt.     Over  and   over  again    I    belii^- 
that   has   been    affirmed   by  other   Cohi 
mittees  and  Commissions,  and  it  has  b*  r  - 
recognised  that  this  water  question  is  ::j  • 
peculiar  province   of   the   representati^* 
municipal     body— namely,    the    Lond-.- 
County  Council.     WTiat  was  the  Wew  .  r 
the  London  County  Council  ?     Acting  i:- 
most  close  and  notable  concert   with"  i}  • 
Corporation  of  London — notable  hei*ar:-' 
it  is  very  unusual — the  London  C<jun:r 
Council  came  to  Parliament  and  told  li- 
in   the   strongest  possible  way   that  the 
capital  proposed  to  be  raised  by  this  Biii 
should  be  treated  as  all  other  capital  li.i- 
invariably  been   treated  by   the  wisilom 
and  by  the  foresight  of  Parliament,  an-l 
that,  in   the   interest  of  the   consum<T?, 
and  especially  having  regard  to  the  fcu: 
that  a  Royal  Commission,  presided  ovrr 
by  Lord  Llandaff,  is  just  about  to  rcp<»-* 
on   the   whole   question   of    the    Londor. 
water  supply,  a  sinking  fund  clause  shoui-l 
be  put  into  this  Bill.     I  will  now  come  t-. 
the  other  point  made  by  the  noble  LonL 
which  is  the  main  ground  upon  which  In- 
says  the  sinking  fund  clause  should  i^.t 
be  inserted — namely,  that  the  capital  pnv 
posed  to  be  raised  under  the  Bill  is  demi 
money,  and  that  the  companies   will  m-: 
get  a  shilling  out  of  it.    He  relies  for  that 
statement  upon  two  or  three  sentences  in 
the  Interim   Report  of  the  Royal  Com- 
mission, which,  of  course,  I  refer  to  vnxh 
the  greatest  possible  respect,  but  which  I 
venture  to  think  are  exceedingly  ambigii. 
ous.      I  confess  that  the  argument  put 
forward  that    the    capital  to  be   Tahiti 
under  this  Bill  should  be  exempted  fnmi 
the  sinking  fund  clause  on  the  ground  **i 
not   making  a  profit  does  not  appear  to 
me  to  hold  water  even  in  a  Water  Bill.    I 
think  you  might  just  as  well  say  that  tl 
large  sums  of  money  which  Messrs.  Peai 
and  Lipton  spend  annually  on  advertisinix 
are  not  profit-earning  capital,  as  to  pret<.*iid 
that  the  money  to  be  raised  under  thi< 
Bill   will   not    be   profit-earning   capital 
Wliat  are  the  conditions  that  have  brought 
this  Bill  into  being  ?    The  default  of  thf 
East   London   Water   Company.       I   am 
not  using  the  word  in  an  offensive  May  : 
it  constantly  occurs  in  the  Report  of  tli»« 
Commission.     The  default  of  the    Fa^. 
London  Water  Company  to  carry  out  it- 
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obligations  naturally  caused  a  great  deal 
of  feeling,  and  brought  the  whole 
<luestion  of  the  London  water  supply, 
as  it  were,  to  a  head.  That  default 
other  companies  felt  threatened  their 
existence,  and  they  very  naturally, 
in  self-preservation,  decided  to  take  joint 
action.  They  are  most  ready  and  most 
willing  to  meet  the  Government's  view, 
rocognising  that  this  Bill  would  enable 
them  to  raise  additional  capital  which 
would  be  a  most  valuable  insurance  against 
risk,  and  would  enable  them  to  carry  on 
their  business  and  continue  to  earn  their 
profits.  In  this  connection  I  should  like 
to  quote  the  learned  counsel  for  the 
water  companies — Mr.  Pember.  Speaking 
with  all  the  cogency  of  which  he  is  a 
master,  he  said,  when  he  was  urging  us 
not  to  put  in  this  clause,  that  if  the 
clause  was  inserted  it  would — 

**  HeriouHly  amend  the  Bill  a^iost  the  water 
coiniKiniftH,  for  whose  henefit,  m  a  very  great 
degree,  the  Bill  was  conceived." 

I  was  so  surprised  at  this  statement  that 
I  gave  him  an  opportunity  of  correcting 
himself  by  saying  that  I  thought  the  Bill 
was  introduced  for  the  benefit  of  the 
public,  but  he  did  not  avail  himself  of  the 
opportunity. 

Lord  JAMES  of  HEREFORD :  He 
did  correct  himself.  He  said  it  was  for 
the  benefit  of  the  public. 

Lord  RIBBLESDALE:  I  quite  agree 
with  Mr.  Pember  that  this  Bill  will  prove 
of  enormous  benefit  to  the  water  companies, 
and  will  give  them  a  new  and  unlimited 
lease  of  power  and  authority.  The  Select 
Committee  were  unanimous  in  the  course 
they  took,  and  I  have  a  letter  here  from 
Lord  Newton  in  which  he  says  he  is 
unfortunately  obliged  to  go  away  owing 
to  his  Yeomanry  inspection,  otherwise  he 
would  be  very  glad  to  corroborate  my 
statement  as  to  the  unanimity  of  the 
Committee  with  regard  to  the  insertion 
of  this  clause.  I  defend  the  Committee's 
action  on  three  main  grounds --namely, 
(1)  that  the  London  County  Council  and 
the  Corporation  of  London  are  better 
judges  of  the  just  interests  of  the  people 
of  London,  present  and  future,  than  Her 
Majesty's  Government  and  the  water 
companies ;  (2)  that  the  capital  to  be 
raised  under  this  Bill,  inasmuch  as  it  adds 
to  the  dividend-earning  and  paying  capa- 
city of  the  water  companies  and  to  the 
stability  of  their  undertakings,  should  be 


treated  as  these  issues  of  capital  have 
invariably  been  treated  since  1886 ;  and 
(3)  that  no  good  economic  or  financial 
reasons  can  be  shown  for  interrupting  the 
practice  of  Parliament  and  the  continuity 
of  legislation  by  omitting  the  sinking 
fund  clauses  which  have  now  been  applied 
by  Parliament  to  nine  millions  of  capital. 

♦Viscount  KNUTSFORD  :  My  Lords, 
in  my  opinion  the  Committee  have  taken 
up  a  false  position  in  regarding  the  money 
to  be  raised  under  this  Bill  as  dividend- 
earning  money.  The  money  is  to  be 
raised  for  the  special  purpose  of  saving 
the  water  consumers  from  the  very  painful 
and  distressing  evils  from  which  they 
suffered  last  year.  I  am  not  going 
to  defend  the  East  London  Water  Com- 
pany or  to  attack  them,  but  I  would  point 
out  that  the  other  companies  have  not 
failed  in  any  way  to  supply  their  custom- 
ers with  water.  They  felt,  however,  that 
for  the  benefit  of  the  water  consumers  of 
East  London  inter-communication  should 
be  made  between  the  various  companies. 
This  inter-communication  will  benefit  the 
company  which  fails  to  give  water  and 
the  consumers,  but  it  does  not  in  any  way 
benefit  the  large  majority  of  the  com- 
panies. If  the  companies  were  raising 
money  for  the  purpose  of  earning  more 
dividend,  then  certainly  the  sinking  fund 
clause  ought  to  be  put  in.  But  this 
money  is.  to  be  raised  for  a  special  pur- 
pose; no  profit  can  be  made  on  it,  but 
interest  will  have  to  be  paid  upon  it.  I 
fail  to  see  any  ambiguity  in  the  Report 
of  the  Royal  Commission,  who  distinctly 
expressed  the  opinion  that  capital  raised 
for  works  of  intercommunication  might 
fairly  be  raised  without  the  imposition  of 
the  sinking  fund  clause.  Not  only  has 
the  Koyal  Commission  decided  in  this 
way,  but  a  Special  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons  decided  against  the 
insertion  of  the  sinking  fund  clause  in 
this  Bill,  and  an  attempt  to  reopen  the 
same  question  on  the  thinl  reading  of  the 
Bill  was  negatived  without  a  Division. 
The  House  of  Commons  itself  has  practi- 
cally decided  against  the  insertion  of  this 
Clause  three  times,  and  I  hope  your 
Lordships  will  have  regard  to  that  fact 
and  accept  the  Amendment  of  the 
Government. 

Lord  TWEEDMOUTH  :  My  Lonls,  I 
will  not  go  at  length  into  the  general 
question,  but  I  should  like  to  address  my- 
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self  straightly  and  frankly  to  the  points 
raised — first,  that  the  particular  capital 
referred  to  in  this  Bill  is  not  dividend- 
earni;ig  capital ;  and,  secondly,  that  any 
contribution  to  the  sinking  fund  that 
is  paid  in  respect  of  such  capital 
woukl  come,  not  out  of  that  particular 
capital,  but  out  of  other  divadend- 
earning  capital.  I  hold,  and  I  think  I 
shall  gain  your  Lordships'  assent,  that  in 
taking  a  mass  of  capital  applied  to  a  par- 
ticular enterprise  it  is  impossible  to  dif- 
ferentiate between  the  dividend-earning 
power  of  one  sovereign  and  another 
sovereign.  The  fact  of  the  matter  is  the 
whole  of  the  capital  is  applied  for  the 
benefit  of  the  particular  enterprise,  and 
that  in  a  larger  or  smaller  degree  the 
whole  of  the  capital  earns  interest.  This 
is  particularly  the  case  with  regard  to  the 
capital  under  this  Bill,  because  it  is  not 
to  be  applied  to  any  particular  works. 
It  is  not  even  laid  down  that  it  shall  be 
applied  to  works  of  inter-comrauni cation. 
It  is  laid  down  that  it  may  be  applied  to 
any  works  whatever  which  may  receive 
the  sanction  of  the  Local  Government 
Board. 

Lord  JAMES  of  HEREFORD :  For 
that  purpose. 

Lord  TWEEDMOUTH  :  I  contend,  in 
the  strongest  possible  manner,  that  there 
is  no  limitation  whatever  to  the  works 
which  may  be  performed  under  this  Bill, 
with  the  exception  that  they  are  not  to  be 
works  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  water 
from  new  sources,  and  that  the  works  are 
to  receive  the  sanction  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board.  Under  this  Bill  (and  I 
challenge  a  denial)  it  is  perfectly  possible 
for  the  companies  to  make  new  reservoirs, 
new  filter  beds,  and  new  service  '^^tnains 
out  of  the  capital  authorised  by  its  pro- 
visions if  they  only  get  the  sanction  of 
the  Local  Government  Board.  Thev  can 
spend  £5,000,000  or  £10,000,000  during 
the  next  ten  years  on  the  various  works  to 
which  I  have  alluded.  I  now  come  to  the 
question  whether  this  particular  capital 
ou^ht  to  be  lial)le  to  a  charge  for  the 
sinking  fuTid  or  not.  I  contend  that  it 
should,  because  the  new  capitiil  and  the 
old  capital  must  be  added  together  in  one 
lump.  If  the  interest  on  capital  at  pre- 
sent issued  amounts  to  8  or  9  per  cent. 
aTid  the  interest  on  the  new  capital 
amounts  to  oTily  3  per  cent.,  the  dividend 
on  the  capital  as  a  whole  is  diminished. 

Lord  Tweedmauilu 


The  new  capital  must  come  into  the  reck- 
oning in  a  perfectly  fair  and  straight- 
forward manner.  I  must  say  that  the 
circumstances  of  this  Bill  are  such  as  to 
create  no  little  surprise.  The  noble  Lord 
rather  put  it  that  the  water  companies 
were  being  hardly  treated  by  the  insertion 
of  this  clause.  You  have  given  to  these 
water  companies  a  monopoly  over  one  of 
the  greatest  necessities  to  human  life,  and 
especially  to  human  life  in  this  CTeat 
city ;  and  if  you  give  these  companies  a 
monopoly  you  require  from  them  certain 
duties,  and  I  will  put  it  to  noble  Lonls 
in  this  House  whether  they  can  honestly 
say  that  they  consider  these  companies 
have  rightly  discharged  their  duties  in  the 
past.  I  quite  admit  that  you  may  dif- 
ferentiate between  the  diflferent  companies, 
but  it  is  impossible  to  say  they  have  ful- 
filled their  duty  of  supplying  the  people 
of  London  with  water  either  in  sufficient 
quantities  or  of  sufficiently  good  quality. 
The  water  companies  themselves  admitted 
the  desirability  and  the  necessity  of  the 
inter-communication  which  is  proposed  in 
this  Bill,  and  at  the  beginning  of  the 
session  they  introduced  a  Bui  which 
would  have  gone  before  the  Private  Bills 
Committee  and  passed  through  Parlia- 
ment in  the  ordinary  course,  and  which,  1 
have  no  doubt,  would  have  contained  the 
Sinking  Fund  Clause.  The  Government 
came  forward  and  said  this  was  a  matter 
they  would  deal  with  themselves,  and  in 
framing  the  Bill  they  have  violated  the 
practice  of  Parliament  for  the  last  thirteen 
years  in  regard  to  the  sinking  fund 
clause,  and  have  taken  out  of  the  hands  of 
Parliament  the  power  of  saying  what 
amount  of  capital  should  be  issued  and  to 
what  works  it  should  be  applied.  That 
is  not  a  fair  way  to  deal  with  London  or 
with  this  House,  and  I  hope  your  Lord- 
ships will  at  any  rate  so  far  mitigate  the 
harm  which  may  be  done  by  this  Bill  by 
rejecting  the  proposal  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy. 

Viscount  HAMPDEN:  My  Lords, 
the  noble  Lord  who  presided  over  the 
Select  Committee  has  marshalled  together 
before  your  Lordships  a  luimber  of 
authorities.  He  named  the  Government, 
the  water  companies,  the  County  Council, 
and  the  City  Corporation,  and  he  then 
asked  which  of  these  authorities  was  the 
most  deserving  of  consideration.  He 
replied  himself  to  this  question  by  stating 
that  the  liOndon   County  Council   knew 
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more  about  the  subject  than  any  of  the 
other  authorities.  I  admire  the  courage 
of  that  argument,  because,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  when  the  Committee  gave  their 
decision  that  the  sinking  fund  clause 
should  be  put  in,  they  had  heard  the 
counsel  for  the  County  Council,  but  had 
not  heard  the  case  for  the  water  com- 
panies. I  disagree  with  the  statement  of 
the  noble  Lord  who  has  just  spoken  that 
the  money  raised  under  this  Bill  can  be 
applied  to  other  than  works  necessary  for 
inter-communication.  When  he  charges 
the  water  companies  with  not  having  ful- 
filled their  trust,  my  answer  to  him  is 
that  the  Lambeth  Water  Company,  of 
which  I  am  a  shareholder  and  a  director, 
have  always  fulfilled  their  duty  to  the 
public,  and  that  they  only  come  into  this 
Bill  because  they  think  it  is  necessary  to 
act  on  the  invitation  of  Her  Majesty's 
(xovemment  and  take  measures  for  insur- 
ing against  such  a  state  of  things  as 
occurred  in  East  London  a  few  years  ago. 
I  can  quite  understand  the  opposition  of 
the  Countv  Council  to  the  existence  of 
the  London  water  companies.  This  oppo- 
sition has  been  so  often  expressed  tnat 
really  no  new  development  could  have 
taken  one  by  surprise ;  but  I  should  have 
thought  the  County  Council  would  have 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  it  was  almost 
time  to  stop  spending  the  ratepayers' 
money  on  litigation  and  leave  the  issue  to 
be  decided  by  Her  Majesty's  Government 
and  Parliament,  now  that  the  question  is 
before  a  Royal  Commission.  I  should 
have  thought  that  they  would  have 
treated  with  equity  and  consideration  the 
great  interests  they  are  attacking.  The 
Koyal  Commission  has  reported  that  it 
would  be  undesirable  that  this  sinking 
fund  clause  should  be  applied  to  expen- 
diture on  inter-communication.  The 
(Tovernment  have  introduced  a  Bill 
without  that  clause,  and  a  Special  Com- 
mittee in  the  other  House  have  endorsed 
the  action  of  the  Government.  Under 
those  circumstances,  I  should  say  there 
was  a  considerable  amount  of  authority 
demanding  and  justifying  the  exclusion 
of  the  sinking  fund  clause,  and  that 
when  the  matter  came  before  a  Com- 
mittee of  your  Lonlships'  House,  that 
Committee  should  have  been  very  careful 
not  to  come  to  any  decision  without 
hearing  lK>th  sides  and  every  argument 
that  could  be  addressed  to  them.  I  have 
the  shorthand  writer's  notes  here,  and 
what    happened    was    this :     the    noble 


Lord  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
was  asked  whether  the  Sinking  Fund 
([uestion  could  be  treated  as  a  matter  to 
be  discussed  on  the  preamble  stage  or  the 
clause  stage,  and  it  was  pointed  out  to 
him  that  if  it  was  treated  on  the  clause 
stage  the  counsel  for  the  water  companies 
could  be  heard.  The  noble  Chairman 
said  the  question  should  be  treated  on  the 
clause  stage,  and  the  counsel  for  the 
water  companies  made  no  speech  on  the 
preamble  stage.  When  the  counsel  for 
the  London  County  Council  had  finished, 
the  Committee  deliberated,  and  then 
they  gave  their  decision  that  the  pre- 
amble was  proved  subject  to  the  con- 
dition of  the  sinking  fund  clause  being 
put  in.  I  do  not  charge  the  noble  lord 
with  anjrthing  more  than  an  error  of 
judgment,  and,  indeed,  he  saw  himself 
afterwards  that  an  error  of  judgment 
had  been  made,  because  when  his  atten- 
tion was  called  to  the  fact  that  the  other 
side  had  not  been  heard,  he  said  it  would 
be  best  that  they  should  treat  the  thing 
with  an  open  mind.  But  that  was  im- 
possible when  fettered  by  a  decision  given 
in  open  court.  Wliat  made  it  more 
unpleasant  for  us  was  that  the  noble 
Lord  who  has  just  spoken,  who  is  an 
active  member  of  the  London  County 
Council,  was  present  in  the  room.  He 
was  perfectly  within  his  right  in  being 
there,  but  he  went  further  and  instructed 
one  member  of  the  Committee  as  to  the 
character  of  the  sinking  fund.  I  cer- 
tainly think  this  was  an  imprudent  act 
on  his  part.  Wliat  would  he  have  said  if 
I,  as  a  shareholder  in  a  London  water 
company,  and  a  member  of  your 
Lordships'  House,  had  been  present  in 
the  committee  room  and  given  advice  as 
to  the  sinking  fund. 

Lord  TWEEDMOUTH  :  I  absolutely 
gave  no  information  whatever.  It  is  true 
that  I  did  give  to  one  member  of  the 
Committee  who  was  in  doubt  as  to  what 
the  sinking  fund  clauses  were  a  very 
short  statement  as  to  the  way  the  fund 
worked. 

Viscount  HAMPDEN:  That  is  my 
point. 

Lord  TWEEDMOUTH:  Does  the 
noble  Viscount  impute  to  me  a  desire  to 
influence  the  Committee  unfairly  7 

A  Noble  Lord:  You  wore  certainly 


707 


Metropolitan  Waier 


{LORDS} 


Companies  BUI. 


708 


not   the   proper  person  to  describe  the 
clause. 

Lord  TWEEDiMOUTH  :  I  am  sorry  if 
I  have  offended  in  any  way,  but  I  assure 
the  House  that  I  did  not  express  any 
opinion  one  way  or  the  other.  Anything 
I  said  might  probably  more  likely  have 
been  taken  as  an  argument  against  my 
own  %iew  than  otherwise. 

Viscount  HAMPDEN:  I  accept  the 
noble  Lord's  explanation,  but  I  am  sure 
he  took  a  course  which  was  open  to  mis- 
construction. In  conclusion,  I  would 
urge  that  the  principle  of  the  sinking 
fund  is  not  applicable  to  the  expenditure 
contemplated  under  this  particular  Bill, 
and  which  is  incurred  entirely  as  an 
insurance  against  the  recurrence  of  cer- 
tain emergencies  which  may  perhaps 
never  have  to  be  encountered.  To  apply 
the  sinking  fund  clause  to  this  expendi- 
ture would  be  to  inflict  very  great  in- 
justice on  the  shareholders  of  these 
companies. 

*  Lord  DAVEY  :  I  am  not  going  to 
follow  my  noble  friend  in  discussing  the 
conduct  of  the  London  County  Council  in 
opposing  this  Bill  and  in  seeking  to  have 
this  clause  inserted,  nor  am  I  going  to 
follow  my  noble  friend  in  his  criticisms  of 
the  conduct  of  the  Select  Committee.     1 

• 

desire  for  a  few  minutes  to  recall  to  the 
House  what  is  really  the  issue  before  us. 
As  I  understand,  it  is  admitted  on  all 
sides,  and  it  cannot  be  denied,  that  for  a 
long  number  of  years  it  has  been  the  cus- 
tom to  insert  a  sinking  fund  clause  into 
all  Water  Bills  which  come  before  Parlia- 
ment seeking  to  raise  further  capital. 
Nor  is  it  denied  that  it  would  be  proper 
to  insert  it  in  this  Bill,  except  for  one 
circumstance.  The  noble  Lord  who 
moved  the  Amendment  said  this  capital 
will  not  be  dividend-bearing  or  profit- 
producing  capital — that  it  is  expenditure 
which  will  not  increase  the  income-pro- 
ducing capacity  of  the  undertaking,  and 
will  not  result  in  any  financial  benefit  to 
the  shareholders.  I  venture  to  say,  ray 
Lords,-,  that  that  is  a  most  astounding 
fallacy.  In  the  first  place,  I  would  point 
out  the  utter  impossibility,  when  you  are 
calculating  the  dividend  which  is  paid  by 
a  company  on  its  capital,  to  distinguish 
one  part  of  its  capital  from  another.  You 
do  not  pay  a  dividend  on  one  part  of  the 
capital,  but  on  the  whole,  and  for  the 
pui*pose  of  ascertaining  the  dividend  you 


must  take  into  consideration  the  whole 
expenditure.  AVhat  is  this  expenditure 
for  ?  It  is  for  the  purpose  of  improving 
the  water  supply  of  London,  and  enab- 
ling the  water  companies  the  better  to 
serve  their  customers ;  and  it  is  new  to 
me  to  be  told  that  because  a  shopkeeper, 
a  tradesman,  or  a  merchant  provides 
greater  facilities  for  the  supply  of  a 
superior  class  of  article  and  with  greater 
permanence  and  regularity  to  his  cus- 
tomers that  then,  the  money  he  expended 
^dth  this  object  is  not  to  be  treated  as 
dividend-bearing  expenditure.  I  should 
have  thought  it  was  the  very  essence  of 
dividend-bearing  expenditure,  spent  for 
the  purpose  of  producing  that  which 
would  in  turn  produce  the  income.  This 
expenditure  is  in  the  nature  of  a  mutual 
insurance  by  the  companies  of  each  other 
against  a  deficiency  of  supply,  and  it 
would  be  certainly  strange  if  anyone 
were  to  say  that  money  spent  by  a  ship- 
owner on  premiums  for  insuring  his  vessel 
is  not  part  of  his  dividend-bearing  ex- 
penditure. If  that  is  the  only  argu- 
ment for  striking  out  this  clause,  I  venture 
to  think  it  is  an  entire  fallacy,  and  I  hope 
the  Amendment  will  not  be  accepted. 

*  Lord  JAMES  of  HEREFORD :  The 
noble  and  learned  Lord  who  has  just 
spoken  is  under  a  total  misapprehension 
as  to  the  obligations  which  are  cast  upon 
the  companies  by  this  Bill.  He  has 
spoken  of  the  impossibility  of  separating 
capital,  and  has  said  that  you  ^vill  be 
unable  to  discover  whether  money  spent 
is  earning  capital  or  not ;  but  the  effect  of 
this  Bill  is  far  different  from  such  hypo- 
thesis. By  this  Bill,  if,  in  the  East  of 
London,  a  water  famine  is  anticipated, 
then  the  Local  Government  Boam  calls, 
not  upon  the  East  London  Water  Com- 
pany, but  upon  all  the  companies  to  con- 
tribute a  fund  for  the  purpose  of  bringing 
water  to  East  London  to  meet  the  needs 
of  that  district.  The  primary  object  of 
the  measure  is  to  enable  relief  to  be  given 
to  the  Tjxst  London  Water  Company  in 
the  event  of  drou<^ht  or  other  emcrfirencv. 
Such  companies  as  the  South wark  and 
Vauxhall  Company  may  be  called  upon 
to  pay  something  like  £50,000  under  the 
Bill,  but  may  not  benefit  by  it.  How  is 
the  interest  on  that  sum  found  ? 

*  Lord  DAVEY  :  If  the  Vauxhall  Com- 
pany's supply  falls  short,  it  will  have  the 
benefit  of  the  Act. 
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*  Lord  JAMES  of  HER^I'ORD  :  Yes, 

hut  the  Vauxhall  Company  never  has  run 
short,  but  certainly  will  have  to  pay  if 
any  company  runs  short,  and  why  then 
should  you  anticipate  that  it  will  receive 
benefit  ?  It  never  can,  in  any  reason- 
ably probable  event,  receive  money  from 
any  customer  in  return  for  that  £50,000, 
and  inasmuch  as  it  will  not  benefit  it 
should  not  be  su})ject  to  the  sinking 
fund  clause.  Strange  language  has  been 
used  I  think,  and  misiipprehension 
shown  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Chair- 
man of  the  Committee.  He  has  spoken 
of  this  as  a  Water  Bill  and  has  referred  to 
precedents.  A  Water  Bill  is  a  measure 
promoted  and  introduced  by  a  water 
company  asking  for  further  powers  in 
oi'der  that  it  may  supply  a  greater  area 
and  thereby  o})tain  larger  returns.  This 
Bill,  on  the  other  hand,  is  not  promoted 
by  a  water  company,  but  is  a  Bill  intro- 
duced by  the  Government  to  compel  the 
water  companies  to  connect  their  mains 
and  to  come  to  the  relief  of  a  company 
whose  supply  is  not  adequate  to  meet  the 
needs  of  the  district.  There  is  no  pre- 
cedent between  former  Bills  of  the  water 
companies  and  this  Bill.  The  noble  Lord 
the  Chairman  of  the  Committee  said  the 
Committee  asked  themselves  who  were 
likely  to  know  more  about  this  question 
— the  County  Council  and  the  Corporation 
of  the  City  of  London,  or  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  water  companies  1  The  Com- 
mittee listened  to  the  counsel  of  the  Lon- 
don County  Council,  but  they  did  not  hear 
the  counsel  on  behalf  of  the  Government. 
Why  1  Because  they  said  "  the  Govern- 
ment know  nothing  about  it,  and  the 
County  Council  know  everything."  What 
an  amount  of  trouble  the  adoption  of  this 
procedure  would  save  my  noble  friend  the 
Jjord  Chancellor  !  All  he  would  have  to 
do  would  be  to  ask  himself  which  of  the 
suitors  who  appeared  before  him  would 
be  more  likely  to  tell  the  tnith.  He 
would  say  "  A  is  likely  to  know  more 
about  this  than  B.  I  will  decide  in  favour 
of  A,  which  will  save  me  the  trouble  of 
considering  the  arguments  of  B."  This 
was  the  method  by  which  the  Committee 
an-ived  at  their  decision.  The  Committee 
received  a  visit  during  one  of  its  sittings 
from  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Twecdmouth), 
whose  presence  nuist  have  been  of  great 
moral  assistance  to  the  Chainnan  of  the 
Committee. 

Lord  TWEEDMOUTH  :  I  was  in  the 


Committee  room  for  half  an  hour  or 
twenty  minutes  while  counsel  was  making 
a  speech  for  the  County  Council,  and  then 
I  left  the  room. 

*  Lord  JAMES  of  HEREFORD :  The 
noble  Lord  gave  the  Chairman  his  moral 
support. 

Lord  TWEEDMOUTH  :  Not  at  all ; 
that  is  a  most  unworthy  suggestion. 

Lord  RIBBLESDALE  :  I  saw  present 
Lord  Tweedmouth  and  the  noble  Lord 
opposite— [Earl  Cowper. — "  I  was  there 
to  give  evidence"] — but  I  did  not  ask 
Lord  Tweedmouth  to  give  evidence. 

*L0RD  JAMES  OF  HEREFORD :  At 
any  rate  my  noble  friend  Lord  Tweed- 
mouth himself  says  that  he  explained  to 
a  member  of  the  Committee,'  while  ho 
was  acting  as  a  member  of  the  Committee, 
what  was  the  effbct  of  the  sinking  fund 
clause.  My  noble  friend  (Jjord  Tweed- 
mouth) may  take  one  view  of  what  is  the 
eifect  of  the  sinking  fund  clause,  and 
another  noble  Lord  may  take  another 
view.  May  I  ask  my  noble  friend,  would 
it  not  have  been  better  for  him  to  have 
gone  into  the  witness-box  ? 

Lord  TWEEDMOUTH :  I  should  have 
gone  into  the  witness-box  if  I  had  been 
asked. 

♦Lord  JAMES  of  HEREFORD :  Why 
should  the  explanation  not  have  been 
given  before  the  public  rather  than  to 
one  member  of  the  Committee.  1  think 
the  House  ought  to  iniderstand  that 
,  whilst  this  matter  was  discussed  the 
counsel  for  the  London  County  Council 
very  forcibly  and  at  great  length  argued 
in  favour  of  the  insertion  of  the  sinking 
fund  clause,  and  that  the  counsel  for  the 
Water  Companies  was  given  to  understand 
that  ho  could  reply  to  those  arguments  on 
the  Clause  stage.  The  opponents  to  the 
sinking  fund  clause,  thei-efore,  did  not 
say  one  word  in  answer  to  the  arguments 
of  tho  County  Council  on  the  preamble, 
and  it  was  to  the  astonishment  of  every- 
body that  the  Committee  aimounced  that 
the  preamble  was  proved  subject  to  the 
insertion  of  a  sinking  fund  clause. 
Lord  Tweedmouth  said  it  was  impossible 
to  tell  the  dividend-earning  capacity  of 
one  sovereign  as  compared  with  another, 
but  under  cortain  conditions  it  is  easy  to 
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tell.  If  you  have  a  fund  paid  in  for  a 
specific  purpose  you  ought  not  to  apply  it 
to  another.  You  can  well  separate  one 
fund  from  another,  and  a  Government 
auditor  would  require  this  money  to  be 
kept  separate.  You  would  be  able  to 
determine  then  what  each  portion  of  the 
capital  raised  under  different  conditions  is 
earning. 

Lord  RUSSELL  of  KILLO  WEN :  My 
Lords,  my  reason  for  intervening  is  that 
I  have  received  a  communication  from  the 
chairman  of  the  Surrey  County  Council, 
whose  interests  he  apprehends  may  be 
affected  by  this  Bill.  I  must  say  my 
noble  and  learned  friend  in  charge  of  the 
Bill  seemed  in  his  observations  to  have 
lost  the  faith  he  originally  professed  in 
the  merits  of  his  proposal,  and  to  have 
resorted  to  a  contrivance  to  divert  the 
judgment  of  the  House  from  fair  con- 
sideration of  the  merits  by  appeals  to 
prejudice  not  conspicuous  for  good  taste. 
My  noble  and  learned  friend  suggested, 
in  fact,  that  the  Chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee was  in  some  way  under  the  mes- 
meric influence  of  my  noble  friend  Lord 
Tweedmouth,  and  that  under  the  in- 
fluence so  exerted  upon  him  he  did  not 
exercise  that  judicial  faculty  which  his 
position  required.  The  question,  however, 
is  not  one  to  get  excited  about.  A  vital 
point  has  been  put  when  it  is  shown  that  in 
water  Bills  for  thirteen  years  the  sinking 
fund  clause  has  been  invariably  intro- 
duced. The  onus,  therefore,  lies  upon 
my  noble  and  learned  friend  to  justify 
the  making  of  this  Bill  an  exception  on 
special  grounds.  The  special  grounds  are 
that  the  expenditure  which  is  involved  or 
may  be  involved  under  the  operation  of 
this  Bill  does  not  come  within  the  cate- 

fory  of  dividend-earning  expenditure, 
agree  ^vith  my  noble  and  learned  friend 
(Lord  Davey)  that  that  is  an  entire  mis- 
conception of  the  position  and  a  complete 
fallacy.  This  is  a  Bill  which  enables  the 
London  water  companies,  which  for  this 
purpose  are  to  be  treated  as  one,  with 
certain  differentiations,  to  do  what  they 
have  not  legal  power  to  do  at  present.  I 
am  not  a  water  company  director,  nor 
even  a  water  company  shareholder.  I 
approach  the  matter,  therefore,  entirely 
unbiassed,  and  I  will  take  the  illustration 
that  has  been  given.  The  Vauxhall  Com- 
pany, for  example,  want  no  additional 
supply,  but  they  may  supply  a  company 
which  wants  water.     Is  the  company  to 

Lard  James  of  Hereford, 


be  paid  for  that  supply  or  not  1  What 
is  the  answer*  to  that  question  1  If  they 
are  to  be  paid,  how  can  it  be  said  that  it 
is  not  part  of  an  operation  involving  their 
earning  power  ]  The  East  London  Com- 
pany, on  the  other  hand,  want  to  increase 
their  supply  because  they  know  that  they 
cannot  get  their  water  rates  unless  they 
supply  water.  Accordingly,  the  Vaux- 
hall Company  supply  them  with  water  in 
order  to  satisfy  their  customers  and  to 
earn  the  water  rate,  and  it  is  paid  for 
such  supply.  Is  not  that  increasing  the 
earning  power  of  the  company  1 

The  prime  MINISTER  and  SEC- 
RETARY OF  STATE  FOR  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Sai.ls- 
bury)  :  My  Lords,  I  think  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  has  omitted  a  contingency 
in  respect  of  which  no  dividend-earning 
power  can  avail — namely,  that  there  is 
no  use  whatever  of  this  machinery  which 
is  to  be  put  up.  This  machinery  has  been 
put  up,  perhaps  rather  in  alarm,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  very  unusual  drought 
which  occurred  two  years  ago,  and  as  far 
as  we  can  judge  of  the  future  by  the  past 
the  same  difficulty  may  never  occur  agaiiL 
The  machinery  has  been  put  up,  because 
the  East  London  Company  failed  then  to 
do  its  duty;  and  tnerefore  it  is  un- 
doubtedly to  that  extent  an  addition  to 
the  resources  of  the  East  London  Company 
and  to  the  remedy  of  their  defects.  But 
it  will  neither  cause  the  company  nor  any 
other  companies  to  give  more  water  or  to 
receive  more  water ;  and  therefore  neither 
of  the  two  sides  which  constitute  the 
alternative  which  the  noble  Lord  has 
conceived  to  be  irrefragable  can  prevail, 
nor  will  the  Vauxhall  Company  derive 
any  dividend  whatever  from  the  money 
which  you  force  them  to  spend.  Of  the 
East  London  Company  alone  can  it  be 
inferred — and  only  in  an  indirect  fashion 
— that  this  money  is  in  addition  to  their 
dividend-earning  power.  For  the  rest 
the  money  has  been  spent,  not  by  the 
desire  of  the  companies,  not  at  their 
request,  but  by  the  obligation  imposed 
upon  them  by  the  Government ;  and 
there  is  no  pretence  for  saying  that  it 
adds  to  their  dividend-earning  power. 
There  is,  therefore,  no  reason  or  justice 
in  adding  to  the  exaction  imposed  upon 
them  by  requiring  them  to  provide  a 
sinking  fund  as  well.  That  seems  to  me 
the  whole  state  of  the  case.  I  agree  with 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  that  there 
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have  been  sundry  personal  matters  which 
have  inevitably  found  their  way  into  this 
Debate  in  consequence  of  the  manner  in 
which  matters  were  conducted  before  the 
Committee.  I  do  not  think,  however, 
that  they  have  added  to  the  clearness 
with  which  we  can  come  to  a  decision. 
We  heard  of  something  being  said  to  one 
of  the  judges  secretly  when  the  decision 
was  in  question.  I  confess  it  reminded 
me  very  much  of  the  secret  dossier ;  and 
I  am  almost  inclined  to  regard  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  (Lord  Tweedmouth)  as 
part  of  the  "  General  Staff"  of  the  London 
County  Council.  I  think,  however,  we 
may  dismiss  all  these  circumstances  from 
our  minds.  What  is  meant  by  a  water 
Bill  is  a  Bill  asking  for  power  to  raise 
capital  to  provide  water  ;  but  this  is  not 
a  water  Bill,  and  therefore  it  is  not  touched 
by  the  14  years*  precedent  cited. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  I  wish 
to  say  one  word  which  bears  on  what 
was  said  by  the  noble  Lord  in  charge  of 
this  Bill.  1  understood  the  noble  liord 
to  say  that  this  obligation  was  imposed 
on  the  companies,  and  that  the  companies 
had  not  taken  any  step  in  the  matter. 
I  have  been  informed  that  the  companies 
themselves  brought  in  a  Bill  containing 
to  a  very  large  extent  the  provisions  of 
the  measure  before  your  lordships.  The 
Grovemment,  however,  took  the  Bill  out 
of  the  hands  of  the  companies,  and  this 
measure  is  the  result.  The  companies 
themselves  had,  therefore,  felt  the  want 
of  a  Bill,  and  they  were  ready  to  come  to 
Parliament  for  powers.  Why  1  Because 
the  companies  perfectly  well  knew  the 
danger  and  insecurity  of  their  position 
when  these  water  famines  occurred,  and 
when  they  could  not  supply  water,  and 
they  felt  that  they  would  add  to  the 
security  of  their  position  by  means  of  a 
Bill  of  this  kind.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
this  provision  is  in  the  nature  of  in- 
surance for  all  these  companies,  whether 
they  have  to  supply  water  or  not  to 
another  company  1  Does  anybody  be- 
lieve that  the  companies  would  not  add 
to  the  safety  and  security  of  their  capital, 
and  to  the  probability  of  their  long  being 
allowed  to  continue  in  their  present  po- 
sition, by  obtaining  the  powers  given 
under  this  Bill  1  Mter  all,  I  suppose  we 
have  to  consider  first  the  interests  of  the 
public,  and  I  contend  that  the  interests 
of  the  public  loudly  require  that  these  com- 
panieSi  which  undoubtedly  have  failed — 


some  to  a  very  considerable  extent — in 
supplying  water,  should  be  put  in  a  po- 
sition to  adequately  perform  the  duty 
which  they  originally  undertook  to  per- 
form when  they  were  given  this  monopoly. 
To  me  it  seems  mere  justice  that  when 
the  time  comes  for  these  companies  to  be 
bought  out  at  the  expense  of  the  London 
ratepayers  the  capital  which  has  been 
raised  imdcr  this  Bill  to  enable  them  to 
properly  perform  their  duty  should  not 
be  treated  as  capital  on  which  they  are  to 
receive  compensation. 

On  Question,  their  Lordships  divided : 
— Contents,  51 ;  Not-contents,  20. 
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James,  L. 
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Lord  TWEEDMOUTH:  The  next 
Amendment  standing  in  my  name  I  move 
because  I  think  it  is  right  that  a  limit 


715 


Metropolitan,  Water 


{LORDS} 


Companies  BUI. 


'1  • 


should  be  fixed  as  to  the  amount  of 
capital  to  be  issued  under  this  Bill.  I 
think  the  noble  Lord  will  agree  that  the 
circumstances  under  which  this  Bill  is 
brought  in  are  exceptional  and  peculiar. 
Moreover,  it  is  urged  that  it  is  only  a 
temporary  measure  for  a  temporary  pur- 
pose, and  that  it  does  not  pretend  to  be 
a  final  solution  of  the  water  question, 
and  is  only  intended  to  tide  over  a 
temporay  difficulty  until  a  final  settle- 
ment is  arrived  at.  Therefore,  I  hope 
your  Lordships  will  accept  this  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment  moved,  at  the  end  of 
Clause  2,  to  add — 

"  And  provided  that  the  total  amount  of 
fluch  stock  shall  not  exceed  £500,000." — {Lord 
Ttoeedmouth. ) 

Lord  JAMES  of  HEREFORD:  I 
should  be  glad  if  I  could  meet  the 
wishes  of  my  noble  friend,  but  the  whole 
question  is  left  to  the  discretion  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  who  will  see 
that  no  undue  sum  is  expended.  If  mv 
noble  friend  will  put  down  his  Amend- 
ment on  the  Report  stage  I  will  in  the 
meantime  consult  my  right  honourable 
friend  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  on  this  point,  but  I 
am  afraid  he  will  not  give  way. 

Lord  TWEEDMOUTH  :  I  withdraw 
my  Amendment  now,  and  will  put  it 
down  on  the  Report  stage. 

Amendment,  by  leave  of  the  House, 
withdrawn. 

Other  Amendments  agreed  to. 

Earl  COWPER  :  On  the  Second  Read- 
ing of  this  Bill  I  pointed  out  that  Sub- 
section 2  of  Section  1  went  further  than 
was  at  all  necessary  for  the  purpose  of  the 
Bill,  and  might  have  a  very  dangerous 
effect  in  enabling  the  companies  to  take 
water  from  places  outside  their  present 
water  limits.  I  also  called  attention  to  the 
immense  harm  which  is  being  done  owing 
to  our  springs  and  rivers  being  drained 
dry  by  these  companies,  and  I  expressed 
the  desire  which  we  all  feel  that  this 
evil  should  not  be  increased.  Lord  James 
of  Hereford  received  my  remarks  in  the 
most  courteous  manner,  assuring  me  that 
in  his  opinion  there  was  no  danger  and 
that  he  did  not  interpret  the  clause  in 
the  way  in  which  I  had  interpreted  it. 

Lord  Tweedmoidh. 


The  noble  and  learned  Lord  added  that  if 
there  should  be  any  doubt  it  would  )»: 
removed,  and  stated  that  the  pronaoter-i 
had  no  intention  of  allowing  any   mon; 
water  to  be  extracted  from  Ilertfordshir>* 
than   was   taken    at    the    present     time. 
When  this  Bill   went  into  Committee  .i 
clause  was  agreed  to  by  the   promoters 
protecting  Hertfordshire.     Unfortunately 
Hertfordshire  was   mentioned    by  name, 
but  there  are  other  counties  eonceme'l 
This   clause    was     unexpectedly   throwii 
out  by  the  Committee  at  the  instigation 
of  the  water  companies.     I  cannot  con- 
ceive that  the   water  companies   should 
have  opposed  this  clause  unless  they  took 
the  same  view  as  our  legal  adviser  did — 
namely,  that  this  Bill  would  give   them 
extra  powers.    I  think  it  is  now  generally 
admitted  that  there  is  a  danger  of  wha: 
I  have  suggested  happening  if  something 
is  not  done.     We  have  never  been  heanl 
in  this  matter.     We  have  had  no  oj>p)r- 
tunity  of  saying  anything  either  in   tht» 
House  of  Commons  or  before  a  Commiitot- 
of  this  House,  and  I  am  sure  your  L<»ni- 
ships  will  think  with  me  that  it  would  !»•» 
most  unjust  that  powers  such  as  I  have 
suggested  should    be    conferred   on   the 
companies  by  a  side  wind  against  the  in- 
tention of  the  promoters  and  without  any 
argument  whatever  taking  place  on   the 
subject.     This  seems  to  me  so  self-evident 
that  I  feel  sure  there  can  be  no  opposition 
to  the  new  clause  I  now  propose. 

Moved,  to  insert  the  following  new 
clause — 

"Nothing  in  this  Act  shall  authorise  the 
construction  by  any  metropolitan  water  com- 
pany of  any  works  for  the  purpone  of  utilb<in^ 
any  supplies  of  water  drawn  from  wells  out^i<k' 
the  water  limits  of  the  metroix)Iitan  wat^^r 
companies  not  now  utilised  under  the  i)owor^ 
possessedjby  such  companies." — {Earl  Catapcr.) 

*Eaiil  STANHOPE:  My  Lords,  as 
Hertfordshire  only  has  been  alluded  to, 
perhaps  I  may  be  allowed,  on  behiilf  of 
the  County  Council  of  Kent,  to  say  how 
much  importance  we  attach  to  this 
Amendment.  We  are  somewhat  alarme<i 
that  the  water  under  our  chalk  hills  may 
be  extracted  for  the  benefit  of  London, 
and  I  have  every  hope  tjiat  my  noble 
and  learned  friend  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  will  accept  the  noble  Earl's 
Amendment. 

Lord  JAMES  of  HEREFORD :  On 
the  Second  Reading  I  was  authorised  to 
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state  that  the  Government  did  not  wish 
l>y  the  Bill  to  give  the  companies  any 
further  powers  of  taking  water,  and  I 
therefore  accept  the  clause,  which  was 
not  inserted  by  the  Select  Committee 
owing  to  some  misunderstanding.  The 
clause  proposed  by  the  noble  Earl  carries 
out  exactly  what  the  Government 
intended,  and  therefore,  as  I  have  said, 
I  gladly  enough  accept  it. 

On  Question,  agreed  to. 

Standing  Committee  negatived ;  The 
Report  of  the  Amendments  to  be  received 
on  Thursday  next,  and  Standing  Order 
No.  39  to  be  considered  in  order  to  its 
being  dispensed  with ;  and  Bill  to  be 
printed  as  amended.     (No.  92.) 

SOLICITORS  BILL  [Lonls]. 

Commons  Amendments  considered 
({Recording  to  order),  and  agreed  to. 


QUESTIONS. 


SIERRA  LEONE. 

*L0RD  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY  : 
My  Lords,  I  desire  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  state  of  affairs  in 
Sierra  Leone  or  West  Africa ;  and  to  ask 
what  are  the  steps  to  restore  order  which 
the  Secretary  of  State  contemplates  taking. 
With  regard  to  the  troubles  in  Sierra 
Leone,  the  first  I  heard  of  them  was 
through  the  complaints  of  the  head  of  a 
Manchester  house  doing  a  large  trade 
with  West  Africa.  I  was  told  that  he 
represented  Mr.  Chamberlain  as  destroying 
the  trade  of  West  Africa.  The  Abori- 
fjims  Journal  of  February  last  contains 
this  extract  from  the  letter  of  a  leading 
Liverpool  merchant : — 

"  What  can  we  do  to  put  a  atop  to  the 
shooting  and  han^ng  of  thene  nativeH  of  Sierra 
Leone  ?  It  in  a  terrilue  business  all  round.  Not 
only  there,  but  in  the  Oil  Rivers  and  up  the 
Niger  the  conversion  of  the  negro  by  means  of 
lead  is  {{oing  on  merrily,  and  so  it  will  do,  I 
fear,  whilst  the  military  rulers  have  the  power 
in  their  hands  unchecked,  and  every  incentive 
in  tiie  shape  of  pay,  liooour,  and  promotion  to 
cause  them  to  get  up  wars  by  which  they  may 
attract  public  notice.  We  want  the  whole 
8ystem  of  government  altering." 

The  same  journal  describes  these  troops 
as  "  recruited  from  escaped  and  liberated 
eLives  of  defeated  chiefs,"  and  from 
"  war-boys  "  no   longer   able  to    gratify 


their  savage  inclinations  in  their  old  ways. 
Allegations  are  also  made  against  the  men 
and  their  officers  that  they  compel 
aborigines  with  kicks  and  blows  to  carry 
their  goods  without  wages,  and  that  they 
abduct  their  daughters  and  ravish  their 
wives.  Here  we  have  a  repetition  or  re- 
vival of  Kirke's  Lambs,  and  they  are 
being  brought  into  this  country.  On 
Monday,  the  8th,  Crewe  Station  was 
swarming  with  West  African  negro  troops 
going  South  from  Liverpool,  and  the 
noble  Earl  the  Under  Secretary  of  State's 
reason  for  absence  from  London  last  Sun- 
day and  the  days  before  and  after  was 
that  he  was  training  troop.  Were  these 
West  Africans  among  them?  And  are 
they  to  be  named  his  or  Mr.  Chamber- 
lain's Lambs  ?  I  hope  he  will  have  the 
Paschal  lamb  restored  to  their  regimental 
flag,  so  as  to  inculcate  greater  suavity  than 
they  are  now  manifesting  in  Sierra  Leone. 
In  January,  1898,  an  arbitrary  demand 
was  made  for  a  hut  tax  in  the  way  of 
rent,  and  by  a  Protectorate  ordinance  a 
claim  was  made  of  absolute  ownership  by 
the  Crown  of  all  the  land  of  the  country 
— outside  the  colony — with  which  we  had 
treaties  recognising  the  independence  of 
the  people,  and  obtaining  only  trading 
opportunities.  The  remonstrance  of  the 
Aborigines  Secretary  of  October  10th, 
1898,  was  in  vain,  and  on  the  24th  Mr. 
Chamberlain  sent  a  curt  answer,  saying 
that  steps  would  be  taken  during  the  dry 
season  to  restore  order  in  all  parts  of  the 
Protectorate.  One  can  readily  imagine 
Mr.  Chamberlain,  whilst  dictating  that 
answer,  chuckling  and  murmuring  :— 

"  A  fico  for  the  world  and  Quakers  base, 
I  speak  of  Africa  and  golden  joys." 

The  Aborigines  Protection  Society  con- 
tains many  Quakers,  but  the  golden  joys 
the  Secretary  of  State  thinks  oi  are  a  full 
treasury  from  a  usurped  hut  tax.  The 
noble  Earl  the  Under-Secretary  of  State, 
has,  however,  fully  assimilated  ancl 
adopted  this  spurious  Imperialism  of 
grasping  new  territories,  whilst  neglecting 
old,  well-established  and  loyal  colonies,  for 
in  his  speech  at  Glasgow  University  on 
the  3rd  May  he  again  endeavoured  to 
make  the  worse  appear  the  better  reasons 
for  seizing  on  what  he  called  unappro- 
priated portions  of  the  earth;  and  he 
sought  for  support  in  a  recent  speech  of 
Lonl  Rosebery 's,  forgetting  that  it  blamed 
extremes,  such  as  the  policy  followed  in 
Sierra  Leone,  and  the  disregard 
of    Australian    interests   shown   in   the 
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duties     on      Australian      wines.       The 
noble     Lord     thinks    he    has   fotind    a 
material  justification  for  a  usurpation  of 
sovereignty  and  Crown  rights  over  land 
in   the  neerls  of  manufacturers  for  new 
markets;    let  him  read    Mr.   Frederick 
Greenwood's    article    in    the  Nineteenth 
Century  of  April  on  the  neglect  by  manu- 
facturers   of    the    markets  they  already 
possess.   The  argument  that  a  commercial 
nation  must  die  if  it  had  not  trade  on 
which    to  live  did  not  justify  the  en- 
slaving of  negroes  hitherto  free.  There  is 
one  point  upon  which  the  noble  £arl  and 
myself  are  quite  agreed,  and  that  is  in  ob- 
jecting to  tinkering  the  Prayer-book.     If 
the  Commination  Service  had  not  been 
set  aside,  the  noble  Earl  would  have  been 
reminded   that  '*  cursed   is  he  who  re- 
moveth  his  neighbour's  landmark";    a 
denunciation  which   applies  as  much  to 
Governments    as    to    individuals.      The 
noble  Earl  went  on  to  found  what  he 
called  a  moral  justification  for    taking 
these  new  lands,  in  that 

"  Their  aim  was  to  bring  to  them  the  bless- 
ingH  of  liberty,  of  law,  of  peace  and  of  civili- 
sation." 

How  can  such  an  assertion  be  made  in 
the  face  of  the  Sierra  Leone  Press,  and 
the  publications  of  the  Aborigines  Pro- 
tection Society,  which  have  not  been  con- 
tradicted or  disproved  by  the  Colonial 
Office.  It  seems  to  me  to  be  a  cause  for 
regret  that  the  noble  Earl  is  endanger- 
ing the  consistency  of  his  character  by 
continual  advocacy  of  the  Colonial  Office 
acts  and  policy.  For  instance,  his  speeches 
in  the  Laymen's  House  of  Convocation 
show  that  he  ffoes  as  far  as  my  noble 
friend  Lord  Halifax  in  his  opinion  of  the 
incompetency  of  the  Judicial  Committee  in 
spiritual  matters,  and  I  agree  with  them 
on  that  point. 

The  Earl  of  SELBORNE:  I  have 
never  mentioned  the  subject. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY:  I 
think  my  noble  friend  is  travelling  out- 
side the  borders  of  his  Notice. 


that  I  shall  contest  with  him  tb«f  :L-r 
election  for  the  chairmanship  of  :it 
Church  Defence  Committee. 

;     The      L^^DER     SECRETARY       • 
STATE    FOR    THE    00LONTE>        - 
jEarl    of    Selborxe):    My     Lords,     i-^ 
noble  Lord's  question  was,   to  ask  wL-: 
'  steps   Her   Majesty's    Gfovemment    wc-r 
going  to  take  to  restore  order  in  Sierr. 
I  Leone.      My  answer  to  the  noble  Lord  :* 
that  order  is  completely  restored  in  Sierra 
i  Leone.     If  the  noble  Lord  wished  to  haw- 
'  a  general  debate  on  the  subject  of  th. 
I  recent  disturbances  I  would  suggest   tha: 
'  he  should  wait  until  the  Blue  Book  is  puV 
,  lished.     The  noble  Lord  has  made  a  rt- 
'  flection  on  the  action  of  the  officers  an*  I 
men  in  the  service  of  Her  Majesty  in  the 
I  colony.     Under    circumstances   of    great 
I  climatic  diflficulties,  of  complete  isolation 
in  many  cases,  and  in  dealing   with  skU 
solutely  savage  tribes,  on  the  whole  the 
officers  who  go  out  from  this  country  show 
marvellous  patience,  great  tact,  and  great 
humanity ;  and  I  repudiate  altogether  the 
reflections  which  the  noble  Lord  has  passe<l 
on  their  conduct.     As  regards  the  blood- 
shed in  Sierra  Leone,  no  one   has  been 
executed  who  was  not  tried  by  a  judge 
sent  out  from  this  country  and  convictecl 
of    actual    cold-blooded    murder.      With 
regard  to  the  allegations  that  the  Crown 
had  provoked  disturbances  by  claiming  all 
the  land  in  Sierra  Leone,  there  is  not  the 
slightest  shadow  of  a  foundation  for  any 
such  statement. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  to  Seven 
of  the  clock,  to  Thursday  next, 
half- past  Ten  of  the  dock. 


Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY:  In 
a  short  time  the  noble  Earl  will  be  placed 
in  a  dilemma,  should  the  Gbvernment  per- 
sist in  refusing  to  the  clergy  the  relief  as 
to  rates  given  to  other  owners  of  land.  If 
the  noble  Earl  elects  to  retain  the  Under- 
Secretaryship  in  that  contingency,  it  is 
only  fair  that  I  should  give  him  notice 

Lord  Sianky  of  Alderky, 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 
Tueadayy  16ih  May  1899. 


PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE  BILLS. 
(Standing  Order  63  complied  with.) 

Mr.  SPEAKER  laid  upon  the  Table 
Report  from  one  of  the  Examiners 
of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  That  in  the 
case  of  the  following  Bill,  referred  on  the 
First  Reading  thereof,  Standing  Order 
No.  63  has  been  oomplied  with,  viz : — 
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IONIAN  BANK  BILL 

Ordered,  That  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time. 

PRIVATE  BILLS.  [Lord«.] 

(Standing  Orders  not  previously  inquired 
into  complied  with.) 

Mr.  speaker  laid  upon  the  Table 
Report  from  one  of  the  Examiners  of 
Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  That,  in  the 
case  of  the  following  Bills,  originating  in 
the  Lords,  and  referred  on  the  First 
Reading  thereof,  the  Standing  Orders  not 
previously  inquired  into,  ana  which  are 
applicable  thereto,  have  been  complied 
with,  viz.  : — 

BARTON-ON-SEA  WATER  BILL.  [Lords.] 

GLASGOW    CORPORATION    (GAS   AND 
WATER)  BILL.  [Lords.] 

GLASGOW    CORPORATION    (TRAM- 
WAYS, &c.)  BILL.  [Lords.] 

LIVERPOOL  OVERHEAD  RAILWAY 
BILL.  [Lords.] 

MID-KENT  GAS  BILL.  [Lords.] 

OLDHAM  CORPORATION  BILL.  [Lords.] 

STOCKTON  AND  MIDDLESBROUGH 
WATER  BILL.  [Lords.] 

Ordered,  That  the  Bills  be  read  a 
second  time. 

PRIVATE  BILLS.  [Lords.] 

(No    Standing     Orders     not    previously 
inquired  into  applicable.) 

AFr.  SPEAKER  laid  upon  the  Table 
Report  from  one  of  the  Examiners  of 
Petitions   for  Private   Bills,  That,  in   the 
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BIRMINGHAM  CORPORATION  BILL. 


CORK  CORPORATION  (FINANCE)  BILL. 

DUBLIN  CORPORATION  (MARKETS) 

BILL. 

EAST  LONDON  WATER  BILL. 
Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

MILTON  CREEK  CONSERVANCY  BILL. 
(Queen's  Consent  signified.) 
Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

NORTH   PEMBROKESHIRE  AND   FISH- 
GUARD   RAILWAY  BILL. 

Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

SURREY    COMMERCIAL    DOCKS    BILL 
[Lords],    AMENDMENT. 

Read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  with- 
out Amendment. 

LEITH    HARBOUR   AND  DOCKS    BILL. 

SOUTH       STAFFORDSHIRE       STIPEN- 
DIARY    JUSTICE    BILL. 

As  Amended,  considered;  to  be  read 
the  third  time. 

CITY  AND  BRIXTON    RAILWAY   BILL. 
Read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

PIER    AND    HARBOUR   PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  1)    BILL. 

Read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

ELECTRIC     LIGHTING     PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  19)  BILL. 

To  confirm  certain  Provisional  Orders 


case  of   the  followW   Bill,' originating  in    '^±ly^}l^'\l^,'±' ':it'Jt 
the    Lords,    and    referred    on   the    First 
Reading  thereof,  no  Standing  Orders   not 
previously  inquired   into  are  applicable. 


viz.  : — 

LONDON  HOSPITAL  BILL.  [Lords.] 

Ordered,    That    the    Bill    be    read   a 
second  time. 

BAKER  STREET  AND  WATERLOO 
R.MLWAY  BILL. 

(Queen's  Consent  signified.) 

Read  the  third  time,  and  passed.    [New- 
Title.] 

BELFAST  WATER  BILL. 

(Queen's  Consent  signified.) 

Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

VOL,  LXXI.       [Fourth  Series.] 


Electric  Lighting  Acts,  1882  and  1888, 
relating  to  Bournemouth  (Public  Pur- 
poses), Eastbourne,  Hendon,  and  to  the 
extension  of  the  area  of  supply  of  the 
Midland  Electric  Corporation  for  Power 
Distnbution  (Limite<^l),  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Ritchie  and  Mr. 
Hanbury. 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT    PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (POOR  LAW)  BILL. 

To  confirm  certain  Provisional  Orders 
of  the  Local  (jrovernmeiit  Board  relating 
to  the  parishes  of  Devonport  and  Saint 
Mary,  Newiiigton,  and  to  the  Greenwich 
and  WolverhampUjn  Union.*;,  ordered  to 
be* brought  in  by  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell  and. 
Mr.  Ritchie. 

2  B 
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LOCAli   (lOVEKNMKT.'T    PKOVISIONAL  LOCAL   GOVERNMENT     PROVISIONAL 

OKDEHS  (No  9)  BILL.  OKDEKS  (POOR  LAW)  BILL. 

To  coriliiTn  certain  Provisional  Orders  "To  confirm  certain  Provisional  Orden 

of  tho  Local  Govern  met  It  Board  relating  of  the  Local  Government  Board  relating 

to  the  Luddcndcn  Foot,   the  Ludworth  to  the  parishes  of  Devonport  and  Saint 

and  Jlcllor,  the  Oiikwell,  and  the  Port-  Mary,  Newington,  and  to  the  Greenwich 

slade  and   Southwiek   United   Districts,  and  Wolverhampton   Unions,"  presented, 

ordered  to  he  brought  in  by  Mr.  T.  W.  and  read  the  first  time ;  to  be  referred  to 

Kussoll  and  Mr.  Chaplin,  the    Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private 

Bills,  and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  204.] 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT    PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS  (No    lot  BILL.  LOCAL    GOVERNMENT    PROVISIONAL 

„,           _                   ■      Ti       ■  ■        .   n_j  ORDERS  (No.  9)  BILL. 

To  confirm  certam  Provisional  Orders  .  „  .  .  ,  __ , 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  relating  ,  To  confirm  certam  Provuional  Ordere 
to  Bradford  (Yorks.)  Itchen.  Kingston-  «*  "^^o  Local  Government  Board  reUtuig 
upon-Hull,  Eyde,  and  Shifnal  (Rural),  ^  the  Luddenden  Foot,  the  Ludwortfi 
onlered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  T.  W.  ^n^  Mellor  the  Oakwell,  and  the  Port- 
Russell  and  Mr.  Chaplin.  ^^^  ^''f  South  wick  United  Distncts^ 
presented,  and  read  the  nrst  time  ;  to  be 

LOCAL   GOVERNMENT     PROVISIONAL  L'^tT^  ^ilf '  ^'^W^T'l^  °i^„S°"f  iSi 

ORDERS  (No.  lit  BILL.  Private  Bills,  and  to  be  printed.     [Bill 

To  confirm  certain  Provisional  Orders  "      ■' 

of  the  Local  Government  Boanl    relating  LOCAL    (iOVERNMENT    PROVISIONAL 

to   Croydon    (Rural),  Jarrow,    Ramsgate  ORDERS    (No.  10)  BILL. 

(two),  Kipon,  and  West  Bromwjch  (two),  "  To  confirm  certain  ProWsiona)  Orders 

ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  T.  \V.  of  the  I^ocal  Government  Board  relating 

Russell  and  Mr.  Chaplin.  to  Bradford  (Yorks),  Itchen,    Kingston- 
upon-Hull,   Ryde,   and  Shifnal  (Rural)," 

LOCAL       (JOVBBNMENT        (IRELAND}  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  ;  to  be 

PROVISIONAL  ORDERS  (No  3)  BILL.  J^f^^red  to  the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for 

To  confirm  certain  Provisional  Orders  Private  Bills,  and  to  bo  printed.    [BUI 

of  the  Local  Government  Board  for  Ire-  206.] 
land  relating  to  Drogheda,  Londonderry 

(Rural),  and  Tobercurry  (Rural),  ordered  LOCAL    GOVERNMENT    PROVISIONAL 

to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Attorney-Gen-  ORDERS  (No.    11)  BILL, 

eral  for  Ireland  and  Mr.  Solicitor-tleneral  "  To  confirm  certain  Provisional  Orden 

for  Ireland.  of  the  Local  Government  Board  relating 
to   Croydon    (Rural),   Jarrow,   Kamsgate 

LOCAL       GOVERNMENT        (IRELAND)  (two),  Ripon,  and  West  Bromwich  (two)," 

™""«feo°S£B'srm£r   ""  Un.»r.nd  re^  the  first  .J.  ;  t, 

„         „          „               ,  '     ,        ,    ,  „  be  referred  to  the  iucaminere  of  Petitions 

To  confim  a  ProviBiona,l  Order  of  th«  f^^  Private  Bills,  and  to  be  printed.   [Bill 

Local  Government  Board  for  Ireland  re  207  1 
lating  to  Killarney,  ordered  to  be  brought 

in  by  Mr.  Attorney-General  for  Ireland  ],0CAL     GOVERNMENT      (IRELAND) 

and  Mr.  Solicitor-General  for  Ireland.  PROVISIONAL   ORDERS   (No.  3)  BILL. 

"  To  confirm  certain  Provisional  Orders 

ELECTRrc^LKiHTlNi;     PROVISIONAI,  „(    ,^,    lo„|    Government    Boani    tor 

^          „               .'t,.'.^.  Ireland    relating   to    Drogheda,    Loiidon- 

"To  confirm  certain  Provisional  Orders  .lerry  (Rural),  and  Tobercurry    (Rural)," 

made  by  the  Board  of  Trade,  under  the  pro8^„tod,  and  read  the  first  time  ;   to 

Llectric  Lighting    Acts,   1«S2  and   18P8,  6e  referred  to  the  Examiners  of  Petitions 

relating  to     Boumemouth   (Public  Pur-  for  Private  Bills,  and  to  be  printed.    [Bill 

poses),   r-astbonnie,  Henclon,  and  to   the  2081 
extension    of  the  ai-ea  of  supply  of  the 

Midland   Electric  Conwration  for  Power  LOCAL       GOVERNMENT       (1REL4ND) 

Distribution    (Limited),"  presented,   and  PROVISIONAL  ORDER  (HOUSING  OF 

read  the  first  timp  ;    to  be  referred  to  the  WORKING  CLASSES)  BitL. 

Examiners  of    Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  "  To  confirm   a   Provisional   Order  of 

and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  203.]  the  Local  Government  Board  for  Irdand 
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relating    to    Killarney,"    presente<l,   and    That,  to  meet  the  convenience  of  parties, 


rciid  the  first  time  :  to  ho  referre<l  to  the 
Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills, 
and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  209.] 

STANDING  {ORDERS. 

Resolutions  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee : — 

1.  *^That,  in  the  case  of  the  Brooke's 
Park,  Londonderry  Bill  [Lords],  the  Stand- 
ing Orders  ought  to  be  dispensed  with : — 
That  the  parties  be  permitted  to  proceed 
with  their  Bill." 

2.  "That,  in  the  case  of  the  Owens 
College,  Manchester,  Bill  [Lords],  the 
Standing  Orders  ought  to  be  dispensed 
with  :— That  the  parties  be  permitted  to 
proceed  wjth  their  Bill." 

3.  "  That,  in  the  case  of  the  BexhUl 
and  Rotherfield  Railway  Bill,  Petition  for 
additional  Provision,  the  Standing  Orders 
ought  to  be  dispensed  with  : — That  the 
parties  be  permitted  to  introduce  their 
a<lditional  Provision,  if  the  Committee  on 
the  Bill  think  fit." 

4.  "  That,  in  the  case  of  the  West 
Metropolitan  Railway  Bill,  Petition  for 
additional  Provision,  the'Standing  Orders 
ought  to  be  dispensed  with : — That  the 
parties  be  permitted  to  introduce  their 
additional  Provision,  if  the  Committee  on 
the  Bill  think  fit." 

Resolutions  agreed  to. 

ELECTRIC     LIGHTING     PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  3)  BILL 

Reported,  without  Amendment  [Pro- 
visional Orders  confirmed] ;  Report  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  To- 
morrow. 

LONDON      AND      NORTH      WESTERN 
(NEW    RAILWAYS)    BILL. 

Reported,  with  Amendments  ;  Report  to 
lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 

ROOTLE    CORPORATION    BILL. 

Reported  from  the  Select  Committee  on 
Police  and  Sanitary  Regulations  BillH, 
with  Amendments ;  Report  to  lie  upon 
the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 

RAILWAY    BILLS    ((;K0UP    7). 

Mb.  MOLLOY  reported  from  the 
Con»mittee  on.  Group  7  of  Railn-ay  Bills  : 


they   had   adjourned   till    Thursifay,    at 
fUeven  of  the  clock. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


PETITIONS. 


EDUCATION  OF  CHILDREN  BILL. 

Petition  from  Huntingdon,  against  ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

GROUND  RENTS  (TAXATION  BY  LOCAL 
AUTHORITIES). 

Petitions  in  favour,  from  Woking  and 
Middlesbrough ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

LIQUOR  TRAFFIC  LOCAL  VETO 
(SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour,  from  Melrose, 
Cowdenbeath,  and  Morebattle ;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table. 

LONDON  GOVERNMENT  BILL. 

Petition  from  St.  Leonard,  Shoreditch, 
for  alteration ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

MINES  (EIGHT  HOURS)  BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour,  from  Kelty, 
Lumphinnans,  Begg,  Oakley,  Blairhall, 
East  Wemyss,  Lassodie,  Irvyn  Gwvn, 
Bradford,  Coaltown  of  Wemyss,  Lochgelly, 
Raith,  Townhill,  Buckhaven,  Cowden- 
beath, and  Lochore;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

POOR  LAW  OFFICERS'   SUPERANNUA- 
TION  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Petition  from  Forfar,  in  favour ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

RATING  OF  MACHINERY  BILL 

Petition  from  Manchester,  in  favour; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

SALE  OF  FOOD  AND  DRUGS  BILL. 

Petition  from  Forfar,  for  alteration  ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

SALE  OF  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS  ON 
SUNDAY  BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour,  from  Stoke 
Gabriel,  Hele,  High  Wycombe,  Leeds, 
Babbicombe,  jBrixhani,  Stockport,  and 
Sheeruess-onSea ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 
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SALE  OF  INTOXICATINO  LIQUORS  TO 

CHILDREN. 

Petition  from  London,  for  alteration  of 
Law ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

TEMPERANCE    REFORM    (THREEFOLD 
OPTION)  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Petition  from  Auchterarder,  in  favour ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  &c. 


POLICE  (SCOTLAND). 

Copy  presented,  of  Forty-first  Annual 
Report  of  Her  Majesty's  Inspector  of  Con- 
stabulary for  Scotland,  being  for  the  year 
ended  31st  December  1898  [by  Command]; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

EDUCATION  (SCOTLAND). 

Copy  presented,  of  Report  of  the 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education  in 
Scotland,  with  Appendix,  1898-9  [by 
Command]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

ARMY  (PRELIMINARY  RETURN). 

Copy  presented,  of  Preliminary  Return 
of  the  British  Army  for  1898,  with  Ab- 
stracts, &c.  [by  Command]  ;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table. 

IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION  (RULES). 

Copy  presented,  of  Rule  made  by  the 
Irish  Land  Commission  under  the  Land 
Purchase  Acts,  dated  the  29th  April  1899 
[by  Command]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

PRISONS  (IRELAND). 

Copy  presented,  of  Order  in  Council 

approving  of  a  Rule  made  by  the  General 

Prisons  Board  for  Ireland,  dated  the  5th 

May   1899    [by   Act];    to   lie  upon   the 

Table. 

COAL  EXPORTS,  &c. 

Return  presented,  relative  thereto  [or- 
dered 21st  March  1899  ;  Mr,  D,  A. 
Tfumias] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be 
printed.     [No.  198.] 

PATENTS,  DESIGNS,  AND  TRADE 

MARKS. 

Copy  presented,  of  Sixteenth  Report  of 
the  Comptroller  General  of  Patents, 
Designs,  and  Trade  Marks,  with  Appen- 
dices, for  the  year  1898  [by  Act] ;  to  lie 
upon  t.he  Table. 


TRADE  REPORTS  (ANNUAL  SERIES.. 

Copies  presented,  of  Diplomatic  an'l 
Consular  Reports,  Annual  Series,  N«is. 
2259  to  2262  [by  Command]  ;  to  lie  up.»n 
the  Table. 

POST  OFFICE  (PARCEL  POST  WITH 
PORTUGAL,  INCLUDING  MADEIRA 
AND  THE  AZORES). 

Copy  presented,  of  Agreement  for  iht 
Express  Delivery  of  Parcels  exchangiHi 
between  the  United  Kingdom  of  Gnat 
Britain  and  Ireland  and  Portugal,  includ- 
ing Madeira  and  the  Azores  [by  Com- 
mand] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

CROWN'S  NOMINEE  ACCOUNT. 

Abstract  Account  presented,  of  lie- 
caipts  and  Payments  of  the  Treasury 
Solicitor,  in  the  year  ended  31st  Decem- 
ber 1898,  in  the  Administration  of  Es^- 
tates  on  behalf  of  the  Crown,  and  Alpha- 
betical List  of  Intestates'  Estates  in  rt^pei-t 
of  which  Letters  of  Administration  were 
granted  to  the  Treasury  Solicitor  as 
Crown's  Nominee,  and  of  other  ca><»s 
(partial  Intestacies,  i^c.)  in  which  Accouiu< 
were  opened  in  the  Books  of  the  Treasury 
Solicitor  in  the  same  year  in  respect  of 
moneys  received  by  him  as  Crown's  No 
minee  [by  Act] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table, 
and  to  be  printed.  [No.  192.] 

Paper  laid  upon  the  Table  by  the  Clerk 
of  the  House  : — 

CHARITABLE  ENDOWMENTS 
(LONDON). 

Further  Return  relative  thereto  [cir- 
dered  rind  August  1894 ;  J/r.  Franris 
Stevensmi]  ;  to  be  printed.    [No.  200.] 

POST  OFFICE  (TELEPHONE  EX- 
CHANGES). 

Return  ordered,  "  giving  the  name^  of 
all  Telephone  Exchanges  which  the  Po<t 
Office  has  at  any  time  opened  in  tht* 
United  Kingdom,  with  the  date  of  open- 
ing ;  the  number  of  subscril>ers  at  o|K»n- 
ing;  the  date  on  which  each  Exchanp* 
had  the  largest  number  of  suhscriboiN, 
and  their  number ;  the  date  on  whirh 
each  Exchange  now  without  suhscribtr.-* 
became  so  :  the  number  of  subscribers  «ni 
the  31st  day  of  December  1896,  1^97. 
and  1898  on  Exchanges  then  open ;  the 
number  of  subscribers  who  have  given 
notice  to  leave  any  Exchange ;  and  the 
tariff,  in  the  following  form : — 
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Date  of  opening. 


NunilKjr  of  suWcribenj  at 
opening  of  Exchange. 


Date  on  which  eJU'li  Ex- 
change had  the  largest 
nnnilKM'  of  suhscrioerH, 
and  their  nnmher. 


Dates  on  which  Exchanges 
now  without  subscribers 
Ijeeanie  so. 


Number  of  subscribers  on 
Exchanges  oj)en  31st  day 
of  December  ISUG. 


Number  of  subscribers  on 
Exchanges  open  31  st  day 
of  December  1897. 


Number  of  subscribers  on 
Excliangcs  open  31st  (iay 
of  Decemljcr  ISIW. 


Number  of  subscriljcrs  who 
liave  given  notice  to  leave 
any  Exchange. 


Taritr. 


(ill  continuation  of  Parliamentary  Paper, 
No.  97,  of  Session  1898)."— (J/r.  Prmml.) 

CIAS  UNDERTAKINGS. 

Return  ordered,  "  relating  to  all  autho- 
rised Gas  Undertakings  in  the  United 
Kingdom  other  than  those  of  Local 
Authorities,  for  the  year  ended  31st  day 
of  December  1898  (in  contiiuiation  of 
Parliamentary  Paper  (No.  3G4,  of  Session 
1898)."— (il//-.  mtdiu'.) 

(;as  undertakings  (local  autho- 
rities). 

Return  ordered,  "  relating  to  all  autho- 
rised Gas  Undertaking  in  the  United 
Kingdom  belonging  to  Local  Authorities, 
for  the  year  ended  the  i'oth  day  of  March 
1899  (in  continuation  of  Parliamentary 
Paper,  No.  365,  of  Session  1898).''— (Mr. 
liitchie.) 


Militia  Officers. 
QUESTIONS. 
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THE  AUSTRALIAN  STATION— TONGA. 

Mr.  HOGAN  (Tipperary,  Mid) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
whethcir  he  has  received  a  report  from 
the  Admiral  in  command  of  the  Australian 
station  in  reference  to  a  recent  sudden 
visit  of  H.M.S.  "Tauranga"  to  the  native 
kingdom  of  Tonga;  and,  if  so,  whether 
he  can  state  the  object  of  the  mission  and 
the  results  of  Captain  Stuart's  interviews 
with  King  George. 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Mr. 
Brodrick,  Surrey,  Guildford):  Perhaps 
I  may  be  allowed  to  answer  this  question. 
The  report  of  the  captain  of  H.M.S. 
*'  Tauranga  "  has  ordy  just  been  received, 
and  I  shall  be  obliged  if  the  hon.  Member 
will  postpone  his  question  till  after  the 
holidays,  to  give  time  for  its  considera- 
tion. 

VOLUNTEER    ORGANISATION. 

Sir  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Sheffield, 
Central) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tiiry  of  State  for  War  if  a  reorganisation 
of  the  brigade  system  of  the  Volunteer 
force  is  in  contemplation  with  a  view  to 
making  the  brigade  units  more  efficient 
for  mobilisation  and  easy  to  handle  for 
pexice  training ;  and,  in  such  case,  if  the 
Secretary  of  State  will  take  care  that 
brigades  shall  be  left,  as  far  as  possible, 
to  the  charge  of  those  who,  on  mobilisa- 
tion, wiU  l)e  available  for  that  purpose, 
and  not  devoted  solely  to  the  training  as 
brigadiers  of  colonels  in  the  Regular  Ser- 
vice, and  as  staff  officers  of  those  serving 
temporarily  at  a  dep6t. 

The  under  SECRETAJRY  of 
STATE  YOK  WAR  (Mr.  Wyxduam, 
Dover) :  There  is  no  impending  change, 
but  as  Volunteer  brigadiers  resign  their 
appointments  will  be  filled  by  colonels 
commanding  regimental  districts.  These 
officers  will  command  the  brigades  on 
mobilisation. 

EXAMINATION    FOR    MILITIA 
OFFICERS. 

Captain  NORTON  (Newington,  W.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  W^ar  whether  he  is  aware  that  Militia 
officers  who  presented  themselves  at  the 
last    examination    for    entrance    to    the 
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Royal  Military  College,  and  who  ob- 
tained more  marks  than  some  of  those 
who  went  up  at  the  same  examination  as 
military  literary  candidates,  have  been 
informed  that  they  are  not  qualified  from 
a  literary  point  of  view ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  both  classes  of  candidates  had 
the  same  papers,  and  were  marked  accord- 
ing to  the  same  standard ;  and  if  he  will 
explain  why  the  decision  above  referreil 
to  was  arrived  at. 

Mr.  WYNDHAM:  The  competitive 
examination  for  Sandhurst  and  the  quali- 
fying examination  for  Militia  candidates 
for  commissions  are  two  distinct  examina- 
tions of  different  categories  of  candidates, 
although,  for  convenience,  the  same  papers 
are  generally,  though  not  always,  used 
for  both. 

FUSE   MANUFACTURE. 

Captain  BOWLES  (Aliddlesex,  En- 
field) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Financial  Secre- 
tary to  the  War  Office  what  sum  has  been 
expended  in  the  plant  for  the  manufac- 
ture of  fuses  at  Enfield ;  and  if  the  small 
order  that  has  been  carried  out  there 
compares  favourably  with  cost  of  manu- 
facture at  Woolwich. 

The  financial  SECRETARY  to 
THE  WAR  OFFICE  (Mr.  J.  Pov^tell- 
WlLLlAMS,  Birmingham,  S.) :  The  amount 
expended  on  plant  for  the  manufacture  of 
fuse  bodies  at  Enfield  was  £4,673.  The 
cost  of  preparing  fuses  at  Enfield  com- 
pares not  unfavourably  with  that  at 
Woohvich. 

Captain  BOWLES:  Does  that  mean 
that  the  fuses  are  manufactured  more 
cheaply  at  Enfield  than  at  Woolwich  ? 

Mr.  J.  POWELL  -  WILLI AMS  :  I 
have  said  the  cost  compares  not  un- 
favourably. 

ORDNANCE  FACTORIES— MR. 
DONALDSON. 

Captain  BOWLES  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  War  Office  if 
he  will  state  what  are  the  duties  attached 
to  the  new  office  created  for  Mr.  Donald- 
son ;  and  in  what  respect  do  they  differ 
from  the  duties  he  was  called  upon  to 
perform  as  Assistant  Director-General  of 
Ordnance  Factories. 

Captain  Norton, 


Mr.  J.   POWELL-WILLIAMS:  Mr. 
Donaldson ^s  present  duties  are  laid  r/oirr 
in  the  Memorandum  showing^  the  ciutira 
of  the  principal  officers  of  the  AVar  Oft'tc* 
recently  presented  to  Parliament.      Hir 
duties  have  always  been  those  of  Chief 
Mechanical  Engineer;  but,  untiJ    the  re- 
cent Order  in  Council,  he  also  acted  aa 
the  Deputy  of  the  Dire<3tor  -  Grenerai  o; 
Ordnance  Factories. 

CASE  OF  COLOUR-SERGEANT 
WOOLDRIDGE. 

Captain  DONELAN  (Cork,  K^:  I  be^  m 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War  if 
he  can  state  the  decision  arrived  at  reU- 
tive  to  the  case  of  Colour-sergeant  AVool- 
dridge,  1st  Battalion  Oxfordshire  Light 
Infantry,  who  was  recently  tried  by  conn 
martial  and  sentenced  to  be  reduced  to 
the  ranks. 

Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  The  proceedings  of 
the  court  martial  on  Colour-sergeant 
Wooldridge  have  been  reviewed  by  the 
Judge  Advocate  General.  He  has  found 
nothing  in  them  to  object  to,  and  the  sen 
tence  therefore  stands. 

MADRAS  PRESIDENCY— TROL  BLE8  AT 
BANGANAPALLL 

Mr.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Imiia 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  troubles  which  recently  arose  in  the 
small  Native  State  of  Banganapalli^  in 
the  Madras  Presidency,  and  to  what  is 
alleged  to  have  been  the  harsh  treatment 
by  the  Nawab  of  that  State  of  a  number 
of  his  subjects ;  and  whether  he  will 
look  into  the  matter,  and  consider 
whether  some  searching  inquiry  into  the 
facts  should  be  directed. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  fdr 
INDIA  (Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Middlesex, 
Ealing) :  My  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  proceeaings  referred  to  in  this  ques- 
tion, and  I  have  been  in  communication 
with  the  Government  of  Madras  on  the 
subject.  I  learn  from  them  that  the 
political  agent  at  Banganapalli  was 
specially  instructed  to  watch  the  trial  of 
rioters  which  took  place  after  the  recent 
disturbances,  and  that  measures  were 
taken  to  prevent  any  miscarriage  of  jus- 
tice. I  also  learn  that  the  Nawab  has 
been  constantly  reminded  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  Madras  of  his  obligations,  and 
that  they  are  endeavouring  to  induce  him 
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to  improve  his  administration.  The  right 
hen.  Gentlenuin  may  rely  on  it  that  I 
shall  continue  to  give  my  attention  to 
the  matter,  and  shall  take  any  measures 
which  may  appear  to  me,  after  full  con- 
sideration, to  be  advisable. 

BOMBAY  COLLEGE  OF  LAW: 

Sir  W.  WEDDERBURN  (Banffshire) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  whether  he  is  aware  that  a  new 
College  of  Law,   with  a  suitable  staff  of 
professors,   under  the  presidency  of  the 
Hon.  Mr.  Justice  Tyabji,  was  established 
in  Bombay  in  1897  by  private  enterprise, 
and  that  in  January,  1898,  this  college  was 
affiliated    to    the    Bombay    University; 
whether  he  will  state  for  what  reasons 
the  Bombay  Groveniment  refused  its  sanc- 
tion to  such  affiliation  when  applied  to  by 
the  University  authorities ;   whether  he 
is  aware  that  since  the  founding  of  the 
University  in  1857  such  sanction  has  in 
no  other  case  been  refused  ;  and  whether 
he  will  explain  how  this  refusal  is  in  ac- 
cordance with  the    declaration    of    Her 
Majesty's  Government  in  1884,  upon  the 
report  of  the  Education  Commission,  that 
in  higher  education  private  effort  should 
be  increasingly  and  mainly  relied  on  and 
systematically  encouraged. 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON  :  I  have  no  in- 
formation as  to  the  character  of  the 
private  institution  referred  to  in  this 
question,  or  of  its  staff  of  professors. 
But  I  understand  that  the  Government  of 
Bombay,  who  have  quite  recently  taken 
steps  to  improve  the  Government  School 
of  Law  and  to  make  it  equal  to  all  de> 
mands,  considered  that  it  was  not  advis- 
able that  the  control  of  the  higher  legal 
education  should  be  wholly  or  partially  in 
private  hands.  They  therefore,  with  the 
full  concurrence  of  the  Government  of 
India,  refused  the  affiliation  which  had 
been  applied  for.  As  regards  the  ques- 
tion of  precedents,  it  is  obvious  that  every 
application  of  this  kind  must  be  dealt 
with  on  its  own  merits.  I  see  no  reason 
to  doubt  the  soundness  of  the  decision 
arrived  at  in  this  case ;  nor  does  it  appear 
to  me  to  be  inconsistent  with  the  views  of 
the  Education  Commissioners,  who  con- 
sidered that  the  establishment  of  com- 
peting schools  in  one  locality  might  in- 
volve "  a  clashing  of  interests  and  a  waste 
of  power." 

Sir  W.  WEDDERBURN :  May  I  ask 


whether  the  noble  Lord  is  aware  that  the 
Government  contribute  nothing  to  the 
support  of  the  schools,  but,  on  the  con- 
trary, make  a  profit  of  8,000  rupees  a 
year  from  the  fees  1  Does  he  consider  it 
desirable  that  a  monopoly  should  be 
created  in  this  way  1 

Mr.  SPEAKER  :  Order,  order. 

COOPER'S  HILL  ENGINEERING 
COLLEGE. 

Mr.  MACLEAN  (Cardiff) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
whether  the  existing  president  of  the 
Engineering  College  at  Cooper's  Hill 
accepted  his  appointment  three  years  ago 
on  the  express  condition  that  he  should 
also  discharge  the  duties  of  a  pro- 
fessor at  that  institution ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  this  condition,  thus  first  intro- 
duced, caused  other  eligible  candidates  to 
withdraw,  on  the  ground  that  both 
functions  could  not  be  efficiently  dis- 
charged by  the  same  individual ;  and 
whether,  as  the  Secretary  of  State  has  now 
reverted  to  the  former  system,  and  invited 
applications  for  the  post  of  professor,  it  is 
intended  to  reduce  proportionately  the 
president's  emoluments  now  that  he  will 
be  relieved  of  the  professor's  work. 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON:  It  is  true 
that  the  existing  president  of  Cooper's 
Hill  College  was  appointed  on  condition 
that  he  should  act  not  only  as  president, 
but  also  as  professor  of  constructive  engi- 
neering. Whether  this  condition  deterretl 
other  candidates  from  applying  I  am 
unable  to  say.  The  combination  of  duties 
had  not  been  tried  previously  to  Colonel 
Pennycuick's  appointment ;  and,  after 
about  two  years  experience,  he  repre- 
sented to  me  that  the  arrangement  was 
one  which  could  not  be  satisfactorily 
worked.  After  very  careful  consideration 
of  the  matter  in  Council,  I  decided  to  re- 
lieve Colonel  Pennycuick  of  his  profes- 
sorial duties  without  reducing  his  salary, 
which  was  the  same  that  had  oeen  drawn 
by  his  predecessors,  who  took  no  part  in 
the  teaching  of  the  college. 

INDIAN  SUGAR  DUTIES. 

Sir  H.  H.  FOWLER  (Wolverhampton, 
K):  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  whether  the  despatch 
from  the  Government  of  India,  No.  129, 
dated  5th  May,  1898,  was  signed  bv  all 
the  members  of  the  Viceroy's  Council 
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Lord  G.  HAMILTON :  Yes,  Sir ;  the 
despatch  was  signed  by  the  Viceroy  and 
by  all  the  members  of  his  Council. 

Mr.  MACLEAN :  Are  these  members 
of  the  Viceroy's  Council  the  same  who 
agreed  with  the  Viceroy  in  reversing  his 
predecessor's  decision  ? 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON :  Yes,  I  believe 
they  are.  As  the  hon.  Member  is  aware, 
when  people  get  more  accurate  informa- 
tion on  a  subject  they  sometimes  change 
their  opinions, 

INDIAN  RAILWAY  GAUGES. 

Sir  J.  KITSON  (York  W.R.,  Colne 
Valley) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  whether  his  attention  has 
been  drawn  to  the  continued  extension  of 
the  metre  and  other  smaller  gauges  of 
railways  in  India  in  competition  with  the 
legitimate  spheres  of  the  standard  gauge  ; 
and  whether  he  will  take  steps  towards 
defining  the  scope  of  the  smaller  gauges. 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON:  I  am  quite 
aware  of  the  importance  of  defining  the 
limits  within  which  the  metre  gauge  and 
other  smaller  gauges  should  be  used. 
They  are  sanctioned,  not  in  competition 
with  the  standard  gauge,  but  either  for 
feeder  lines,  as  an  improvement  on  ordi- 
nary roads,  or  for  railway  systems  in  dis- 
tricts such  as  Burma,  where  broad-gauge 
lines  would  be  impracticable  on  account 
of  their  comparatively  high  cost. 

WEST  AFRICA— ARROW  POISONS 
AND  THEIR  ANTIDOTES. 

Mr.  HEDDERWICK  (Wick  Burghs) . 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  if  his  attention  has  })een  drawn 
to  the  frequent  use  of  poisoned  arrows  by 
the  natives  of  West  Africa ;  and  whether 
any  arrangements  can  or  will  be  made 
for  the  scientific  analysis  of  the  poisons  so 
employed,  and  of  alleged  native  or  other 
antidotes,  in  the  Colonial  Medical  Institu- 
tion whose  functions  he  recently  de- 
scribed. 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
THE  COLONIES  (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain, 
Birmingham,  ^y.) :  It  is  not  proposecl 
to  make  arrangements  in  the  School  of 
Tropical  Medicine  for  the  scientific  analy- 
sis of  arrow  poisons  or  their  antidotes,  as 
such  arrangements  would  entail  expense 
which  the  school  is  at  present  hardly  in  a 


position  to  meet.     Only  one  case  of  ti- 

use  of  poisoned  arrows  in  West    Atr«-j 

has  been  brought  to  my  notice,   and  / 

that  case  an  analysis  of  the  poison  ar. 

of  the    supposed  antidote  was  nia<k*    i* 

Netley. 

ANTICOSTI. 

Mr.  HOGAN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  S<:c- 
tary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  wht*th»  • 
he  has  now  received  an  official  rejj»«:i 
from  the  Government  of  the  Dominion  «i 
Canada  in  reference  to  recent  proceediri:.- 
in  the  island  of  Anticosti ;  if  so,  can  Uk 
give  a  general  indication  of  its  purpdr:. 
and  does  he  contemplate  any  action  ::, 
connection  therewith. 

Mr.    J.    CHAMBERLAIN:     I     hau- 
received  such    a    report.      The   ptiqx»r: 
of  it  is   that   the  island  of  Anticosti  i^ 
private  property,  the  title  being  deri\tii 
from  a  grant   by  the   King  of  France   ir. 
1680.       The     present     proprietor,     M. 
Menier,   has  taken  proceedings   for    the 
eviction  of  certain  persons  who  have  Ww. 
settled  for  a  considerable  period  on   tht 
island,  and  the  actions  were  at  the   <latc 
of  the  report  (the  29th  of  March)  pondini: 
in  the  Superior  Court  of  the  Provinco  of 
Quebec.      The  settlers   being   poor,    the 
Provincial   Government    of   Quebec   had 
retained   counsel   to  act  in  their   behalf, 
and  had  undertaken  to  bear  the  costs  of 
their  defence.     I  do  not  contemplate  any 
action  in  the  matter. 

THE  "TOURMALINE"  CASE. 

Mr.  HP:DDERWICK  :  I  beg  to  ask 
Mr.  Attorney-General  whether  it  is  the 
intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  prosecute  Major  Spilsbury,  who  was 
recently  acquitted  at  Gibraltar,  under 
any  other  charge  connected  with  or 
arising  out  of  the  expedition  of  the 
"  Tourmaline  "  to  Sus  territory. 

The  ATTORNEY-GENERAL  (Sir 
Richard  Webster,  Isle  of  Wight) :  I  am 
not  aware  of  any  further  procecxlhigs  bein«j 
in  contemplation ;  but  I  cannot  give  an 
undertaking. 

SIR  ALFRED  MILNER. 

Mr.  E.  J.  GRIFFITH  (Anglesey) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonics  whether  he  has  received  any 
communication  or  report  from  Sir  Alfretl 
Milner  on  the  subject  matter  of  the 
petition  recently  despatched  for  presenta- 
tion to  Her  Majesty  by  British  subjects 
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resident  in  the  Transvaal ;  and  if  so, 
whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  such 
communication  or  report. 

Mr,  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  was  not  in 
his  place. 

Mr.  E.  J.  GRIFFITH :  I  would  ask 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether 
it  is  not  usual  for  Ministers  to  remain  in 
the  House  until  questions  have  finished. 

No  answer  was  given. 

THE  PAULS  EXHIBITION. 

Mr,  ASCROFT  (Oldham) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  complaints  of  British  manufacturers 
in  respect  to  the  refusal  of  the  British  Com- 
mission to  grant  them  suitable  space  at 
the  forthcoming  Paris  Exhibition;  whether 
he  is  aware  that,  notwithstanding  the 
fact  that  Messrs.  James  Stott  and  Co.,  of 
Oldham,  the  manufacturers  of  the  patent 
gas  governor,  have  received  the  highest 
awards  made  at  all  the  International 
Exhibitions  during  the  last  20  years,  their 
application  for  space  has  been  refused; 
and  whether  he  will  consider  the  advisa- 
bility of  suggesting  to  the  Commission 
that  the  large  employers  of  labour  in  this 
country  should  have  every  facility  given 
to  exhibit  the  articles  manufactured  by 
them  at  the  Exhibition. 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD  of 
TRADE  (Mr.  Ritchie,  Croydon)  :  No, 
Sir,  I  have  not  had  any  such  complaint  before 
me.  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  Royal  Com- 
missioners are  doing  the  best  they  possibly 
can,  having  regard  to  the  various  demands 
which  are  made  for  space,  to  procure 
facilities  for  the  exhibitors  of  this 
country. 

CROWN  SALMON  FISHING  RIGHTS  IN 

SCOTLAND. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Aberdeenshire, 
E.) :  I  beg  to  iisk  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  what  are  the  grounds  on  which 
the  Commissioners  of  Woods  and  Forests 
have  resumed  the  practice  of  selling  the 
Crown  rights  of  salmon  fishing  in  Scot- 
land, which  had  been  discontinued  since 
1888,  owing  to  the  strong  expression  of 
opinion  in  Parliament  at  that  time. 

The  FINANCIAL  SECRETARY  to 
.::  :  TREASURY  (Mr.  Hanbury,  Pres- 


ton) :  In  ordinary  cases  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Woods  invariably  decline  to 
sell  Crown  rights  of  salmon  fishing  in 
Scotland.  Sales  are  made  only  when 
there  are  very  exceptional  circumstances 
rendering  that  coivrse  desirable. 

IMPERIAL  PENNY  POSTAGE. 

Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Canter- 
bury)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  as  representing  the  Postmaster- 
General,  whether  he  is  in  a  position  to 
give  the  names  of  other  colonies  and  de- 
pendencies of  the  British  Crown  which 
have,  since  the  last  notification,  given  in 
their  adhesion  to  the  plan  for  Imperial 
penny  postage. 

Mr.  HANBURY  :  Since  the  last  public 
notice  issued  by  the  Post  OflSce  on  this 
subject  Jamaica,  Mauritius,  British  North 
Borneo,  and  Labuan  have  given  in  their 
adhesion  to  the  scheme.  The  penny  letter 
rate  will  come  into  force  both  here  and  in 
those  places  on  the  24th  instant. 

TELEPHONE  WAYLEAVES. 

Sir  FORTESCUE  FLANNERY  (York- 
shire, Shipley) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury,  as  representing  the 
Postmaster-General,  whether  he  is  aware 
I  that  serious  delay  in  granting  wayleaves 
I  between  Bradford  and  Scarborough  and 
other  towns  has  arisen;  and,  as  the  Post 
Office  control  the  wayleaves  for  telephone 
communication  along  the  railway  lines, 
whether  the  Postmaster-General  can 
facilitate  the  more  expeditious  granting  of 
the  wayleaves  in  question. 

Mr.  hanbury  :  No,  Sir.    The  Post- 

I  master-General  is  not  aware  of  any  delay 

I  in  granting  wayleaves  between  Bradford 

and  Scarborough  and  other  towns,  or  of 

any  applications   for  such   wayleaves  to 

which  the  question  could  apply. 

LONDON  SCHOOL   BOARD  ACCOUNTS. 

Mr.  flower  (Bradford,  W.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  if  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House  a  copy  of  the  prescribed 
form  of  audit  of  accounts  of  the  School 
Board  for  London. 

The    president  of  the   LOCAL 

GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Chai>lin, 

Lincolnshire,    Sleaford) :  Certain    Ordoi's 

have  b'»»n  proscribe  I   for  t!i(»  accounts  of 

I  school   boaixls  generally,   but  there  is  no 
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special  Order  applicable  to  the  School 
Board  for  London.  The  principal  Order 
has  already  been  published  in  the  Annual 
Report  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
for  1880-81,  and  it  does  not  seem  necessary 
that  it  should  be  published  again.  But  I 
shall  be  happy  to  furnish  my  hon.  friend 
with  copies  of  the  Orders  referred  to  if  he 
desires  to  have  them. 

SUTTON  BARRACK  SCHOOL. 

Sir  SAMUEL  MONTAGU  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Whitechapel) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
whether  it  is  his  intention  to  permit  the 
managers  of  the  Sutton  Barrack  School  to 
parade  the  pauper  children  of  that  school 
for  the  purpose  of  attracting  the  alms  of 
the  persons  going  to  the  races  on  Derby 
Day;  whether  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  the  extensively  signed  memorial 
on  the  subject  issued  by  the  State  Chil- 
dren's Aid  Association ;  and  whether,  in 
view  of  the  facts  there  set  forth,  he  will 
interfere  on  behalf  of  the  children. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  My  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  memorial  from  the  State 
Children's  Aid  Association,  which  reached 
me  to-day.  But  I  see  no  reason  for  my 
interference  in  this  matter,  and  I  can  only 
refer  the  hon.  Baronet  to  the  replies 
which  I  gave  to  similar  questions  last  year 
and  in  1897. 

SOMERSET    CHARITIES. 

Mil.  STRACHEY  (Somerset,  S.):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  Thirsk, 
as  representing  the  Charity  Commission- 
ers, whether  he  is  aware  that,  after  four 
years'  negotiation  and  correspondence 
between  the  Charity  Commissioners  and 
the  Rector  and  churchwardens  and  the 
Parish  Council  of  Clutton,  Somerset,  in 
relation  to  the  Chewstoke  and  other 
charities,  the  Parish  Council  has  accepted 
a  proposal  of  the  Rector  and  churchwardens 
for  the  settlement  of  all  questions  in 
relation  to  these  charities;  whether  the 
Commissioners  have  declined  to  sanction 
this  unanimous  arrangement  on  the 
ground  that  they  do  not  consider  that 
the  Chewstoke  charity  should  be  made 
entirely  non-ecclesiastical ;  and  whether, 
seeing  that  the  churchwardens  have  to 
pay  off  a  debt  to  the  Perry  and  Adams 
charity  of  £293  out  of  their  ecclesiasti- 
cal charities,  the  Commissioners  will 
sanction  the  use  of  a  part  of  the  Chew- 
stoke charity  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  Chaplin, 


The  PARLLA.MENTARY  CHAETTY 
COMMISSIONER  (Mr.  Grant  Lawsox, 
York  N.R.,  Thirsk) :  The  Parish  Council 
and  the  new  Rector  of  Clutton  have  pro- 
posed that  a  debt  due  from  the  ecclesias- 
tical charities  of  the  parish  to  the 
educational  charities  of  Perry  and  Adazns 
should  be  cancelled,  and  that,  by  uray  of 
exchange,  the  Chewstoke  charity,  nrhich 
is  primarily  a  Church  charity,  should  l»f 
entirely  diverted  to  non-ecclesiastical  pur- 
poses. The  Commissioners  cannot  assent 
to  this  arrangement,  but  propose  that  the 
debt  should  be  paid  out  of  the  capital  of 
the  Clutton  Church  Lands  charity,  and 
the  Chewstoke  charity  apportioned  be- 
tween ecclesiastical  and  non-ecclesiastical 
purposes.  The  Chewstoke  charity  has  no 
capital  out  of  which  the  debt  could  be  paid 

GUN      LICENCE      PROSECUTION       AT 

WICK. 

Mr.  HEDDERWICK:    I  beg  to   ask 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether 
his  attention  has  been  drawn  to  the  case 
of  James  Sutherland,  of  Wick,  who  wa:? 
recently  prosecuted  for  using  a  gun  with- 
out having  a  gun  licence,  the  said  gun 
being  a  toy  gun  used  for  shooting  little 
darts  at  a  mark   in  a  private  house   by 
means    of     a    spring    mechanism;     and 
whether  such  a  prosecution  was  under- 
taken with   the  sanction  of  the  Govern- 
ment; if  not,  whether  he  will  cause  an 
inquiry    to  be    made    into  the    circum- 
stances of  the  case. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  M.  Hicks-Beach,  Bristol, 
W.) :  I  have  inquired  into  this  case.  1 
find  that  the  gun  used  was  one  of  a  class 
advertised  to  drive  a  metal  dart  through 
three-eighths  of  an  inch  of  pine  at  a  dis- 
tance of  35  feet,  and  that  James 
Sutherland  was  carrying  on  a  public 
shooting  gallery  in  an  unoccupied  shop 
with  this  instrument.  I  see  no  occiision 
for  my  interference. 

RHODESIA.— IMPERIAL  ASSISTANCE 
TO  RAILWAYS. 

Mr.  SCOTT-MONTAGU  (Hants,  New 
Forest) :  1  beg  to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  whether  he  has  received 
proposals  from  Mr.  Rhodes  in  regard  to 
the  extension  of  the  railway  northwards 
through  Rhodesia  in  return  for  a  guarantee 
of  the  interest  at  three  per  cent,  on  the 
existing  JB2,000,000  debentures  of  the 
Bechuanaland  Railway;    whether  be  is 
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aware  that  Mr.  Rhodes  has  offered  as 
security  the  existing  net  revenue  of  the 
railway,  amounting  to  over  £100,000  a 
year,  the  guarantee  of  the  Chartered 
Company,  and  to  deposit  £300,000  in 
Consols  to  meet  any  possible  deficit ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  under  an  exist- 
ing apeement  £20,000  a  year  has  to  be 
paid  by  the  Imperial  Treasury  for  another 
eight  or  nine  years,  and  £10,000  a  year 
also  by  the  Chartered  Company  to  the 
railway  company;  whether  Mr.  Rhodes 
did  ofTer  to  relinquish  this  £20,000  a  year 
from  the  Treasury  in  case  of  a  guarantee 
l>eing  given  ;  whether,  therefore,  the  ulti- 
mate new  risk  to  the  Treasury  could  not 
have  exceeded  £30,000  a  year  as  against 
the  securities  offered;  and  whether  it 
was  upon  financial  or  upon  political 
grounds  that  he  refused  assistance  to  this 
railway  through  Imperial  territory. 

Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH:  I  hardly 
understand  why  the  hon.  Member  should 
ask  me  this  question,  because  I  observe 
that  he  recently  attended  a  meeting  of 
shareholders  of  the  Bechuanaland  Railway 
at  which  the  proposal  of  Mr.  Rhodes  and 
the  reply  of  her  Majesty's  Government 
were  discussed.  It  will  be  found,  as  well 
as  our  reasons  for  declining  it,  in  the 
papers  which  will  soon  be  issued  by  the 
Colonial  Office.  But  I  may  say  that  the 
(|iie8tion  does  not  accurately  represent  it. 
-Sir.  Rhodes's  letter  did  not  include  an 
offer  to  relinquish  the  £20,000  a  year, 
which  for  eight  or  nine  years  more  will  be 
payable  by  this  country ;  and  we  were 
asked  to  incur  a  liability  of  £60,000  a 
year  practically  for  73year8.  Nor  do  I  think 
the  net  revenue  of  the  railway  could  pro- 
perly be  put  at  £100,000  a  year.  Such  an 
estimate  would  include  the  receipts  of  the 
first  few  months,  which  were  entirely 
abnormal. 

THE  WINE  DUTIES. 

Sir  HOWARD  VINCENT :  I  beg  to 
ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  by 
what  amount  the  estimated  Budget 
surplus  of  £230,000  will  be  reduced  by 
the  concession  of  extra  duty  he  was  so 
good  as  to  give  the  foreign  and  colonial 
producer  of  cheap  wines  ;  and  how  it 
compares  with  the  £17,850  which  would 
have  been  lost  by  remitting  the  whole  of 
the  extra  duty  in  respect  of  wine  pro- 
duced in  and  importe<l  from  British 
colonies  and  possessions. 


Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  i  The  net  loss 
from  the  concessions  I  made  Mrith  regard 
to  the  duty  on  light  wines  in  cask  and 
bottle,  after  allowing  for  a  gain  from 
spirits  in  bottle,  will  probably  be  about 
£70,000.  But  it  does  not  at  all  compare 
with  my  hon.  friend's  figure  of  £1 7,850 ;  for 
if  the  colonies  had  been  exempted  from 
the  increased  duties,  much  more  than 
that  might  have  been  lost  by  Colonial 
wines  at  the  lower  rate  of  duty  taking 
the  place  of  foreign  wines  which  would 
have  been  subjected  to  higher  duties. 

Mr.  JAMES  LOWTHER  (Kent, 
Thanet) :  Would  not  such  a  process  have 
largely  promoted  trade  between  the 
colonies  and  the  Mother  Country  1 

Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH :  Yes,  but  it 
would  not  have  promoted  my  revenue. 

Mr.  JAMES  LOWTHER :  Has  not 
the  right  hon  Gentleman  already  lost  by 
the  change  from  one  system  to  the  other  1 

Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  :  No,  Sir,  I 
have  not. 


THE  BURIAL  LAWS. 

Mr.  CARVELL  WILLIAMS  (Notts, 
Mansfield) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
he  can  now  name  a  time  for  the  intro- 
duction of  the  Bill  for  the  Amendment 
of  the  Burial  La^s,  which  he  has  stated 
has  been  prepared. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Sir  M. 
White  Ridley,  Lanes.,  Blackpool) :  I 
fear  that  in  the  present  state  of  public 
business  I  can  make  no  definite  promise 
with  regard  to  the  introduction  of  this 
Bill. 

SCARLATINA  AT  BUXTON. 

Mr.  JEFFREYS  (Hants,  N.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  whether  he  is  aware  that  on 
the  occasion  of  an  outbreak  of  scarlatina 
at  Buxton  the  milk  from  certain  farms 
had  been  prohibited  from  entering  the 
council  district,  and  that  the  council  pro- 
hibited the  sale  of  the  milk  without  any 
evidence  of  its  having  produced  the  dis- 
ease ;  and  whether  this  prohibition  is 
1  lased  on  an}'  statutory  power . 


743      Post-Mwt&m  JBxammtians       {COMMONS} 


in  Scotland, 


^ « « 


Mr,  CHAPLIN:  I  have  communicated 
with  the  Buxton  Urban  District  Council, 
and  I  am  informed  that  in  consequence 
of  an  outbreak  of  scarlatina  the  district 
council  prohibited  the  milk  from  three 
farms  outside  the  district  from  being 
supplied  within  the  district.  The  orders 
appear  to  have  been  made  under*  Section 
4  of  the  Infectious  Disease  (Prevention) 
Act,  1890,  on  the  Report  of  the  Medical 
Officer  of  Health  that  on  an  inspection  of 
the  farms,  and,  in  the  company  of  a 
veterinary  surgeon,  of  the  animals 
therein,  he  was  of  opinion  that  infectious 
disease  was  caused  by  the  consumption 
of  the  milk  supplied  from  the  farms. 

PRISON  OFFICIALS. 

Mr.  lough  (Islington,  W.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  a  new  scale 
of  fines  on  subordinate  officers  in  prisons 
has  been  issued  under  date  1st  April, 
1899,  by  which  the  maximum  fines  have 
been  increased  from  3s.  to  5s.  for  such 
ofi'ences  as  carelessness,  slovenliness,  un- 
punctuality,  using  bad  language,  leaving 
a  cell  door  unlocked,  and  conduct  un- 
becoming a  prison  officer ;  and  whether 
the  regulation  that  each  officer  should  be 
made  acquainted  with  this  scale  is  strictly 
enforced  in  all  prisons. 

♦Sir  M.  white  RIDLEY :  The  maxi- 
mum fine  is  fixed  by  No.  140  of  the  new 
Prison  Rules,  a  draft  of  which  was 
laid  before  the  House  at  the  beginning  of 
the  session.  The  Standing  Order  dated 
Ist  April  directs  as  follows — 

"  Each  officer  will  be  made  acnuainted  with 
this  scale,  and  a  copy  of  it  will  be  placed  in 
Rome  position  in  which  any  officer  can  refer 
to  it.''^ 

Mr.  lough  :  I  beg  further  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  whether  the  number  of  hours 
of  duty  per  week,  including  one  evening 
duty,  done  by  subordinate  officers  in 
London  prisons  is  78  to  94,  and  when  two 
evening  duties  fall  in  the  same  week  92 
to  106  ;  and  whether,  when  an  officer  goes 
on  for  the  evening,  he  is  obliged  to  }>e  on 
duty  for  36  hours  consecutively ;  if  so, 
whether  anything  can  be  done  to  reduce 
these  hours  of  work. 

♦Sir  M.  white  RIDLEY:  The  hours 
of  duty  of  a  subordinate  officer  in  all 
local  prisons  are,  on  the  average,  about 


62  hours  a  week,  including  evening  dutr. 
and  whether  on  evening  duty  once  or  twit  - 
a  week.  He  is  never  employed  contiir^ 
ously  on  active  duty  for  more  than  al»<  •-  ^ 
10  hours  a  day,  but  he  takes  his  tunt  ■ ' 
sleeping  in  the  prison,  and  is  there  mn^.: 
nally  on  duty,  or  available  for  duty,  !•  • 
36  hours  consecutively,  though  he  is  oir 
of  the  prison  during  nearly  six  hours  • : 
that  time  for  meals  and  recreation. 

Mr,  lough  :  Does  not  the  right  h. »: 
Gentleman  think  that  36  hours'  consecutr»  •• 
duty,  even  if  sleep  is   allowed,  is   exo— 
sive  ] 

*Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order.     TL.r 
is  a  matter  of  argument. 

POST-MORTEM  EXAMINATIONS  IN 

SCOTLAND. 

Sir    WILLIAM   PRIESTLEY    (Bli.v 
burgh  and     St.   Andrews   Universities  • : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate  whetht-r. 
in  cases  in  which  post-mortem  examiiia- 
tions  are  made  by  order  of  the  Procurator 
Fiscal,  medical  men  who  have  had  char^t 
of  a  patient  prior  to  death  are  allowe<l  i" 
be  present  at  the  examination,  or  whetlu* 
the   practice   throughout  Scotland  in  n- 
gard  to  granting  or  refusing  permission  i> 
not  uniform;  whether  persons  suspei:«-il 
of  having  caused  the  death  by  erimiiuJ 
or  other  means  are  granted  facilities  for 
being  medically  represented  at  the  exami- 
nation; whether   intimation    is   g\\e\\  t«t 
interested  persons  in  time  to  allow  their 
making  application  for  representation  to 
the  right  quarter;  and   if  he   w^ill   suit** 
what  is   the   right  quarter   where    such 
application  should  be  made. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  A.  (J. 
Murray,  Buteshire) :  No  person  except 
the  mediciil  men  instructed  to  conduct  the 
autopsy  is  allowed  to  be  present,  except 
with  the  consent  of  Crown  counsel,  or  on 
the  order  of  the  sheriff.  Crown  coiuin**! 
may,  in  their  discretion,  sanction  the  pn*- 
sencc  of  a  medical  man  who  has  attendiNi 
the  case  or  in  the  interests  of  the  accused  . 
but  this  is  done  on  condition  that  he  is  to 
be  present  merely  as  an  onlooker,  and  is 
not  to  interfere  in  any  way  \vith  the 
Crown  examination.  No  formal  intima- 
tion is  given  that  an  autopsy  is  to  be  hdii, 
but  in  all  cases  where  any  person  is  in 
custody  on  suspicion  of  causing  death  an 
autopsy  is  made  as  a  matter  of  course,  so 
that  an  accused  person,  or  his  advisers, 
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cannot  be  in  doubt  as  ;o  tlio  necessity  of  '  corn^sponding  legislation  for  Scotland^ 
making  immediate  application  for  permis-  \  whether  the  amount  thus  actually  payable 
sion  to  send  a  medical  man  to  witness  the  j  to  England  has  greatly  exceeded  the 
autopsy  if  thev  so  desire  it.  The  quarter  amount  estimated  in  1897,  whilst  the 
to  which  apphcation  should  be  made  is  i  amount  payable  to  Scotland  has  turned 
the  Procurator-Fiscal,  whose  duty  it  is  in  |  out  to  be  greatly  less  than  that  estimated 
all  cases  of  urgency  to  communicate  by  (£41,600  in  place  of  £66,000) ;  and, 
telegraph  with  the  Crown  Agent  for  the  whether  the  Government  will  reconsider 
instructions  of  Crown  counsel.  If  an  in- '  the  grant  which  was  made  to  Scotland 
dc»pendent  post-mortem  examination  is 
desired,  it  can  be  made  after  the  Crown 
examination. 


THE  SCOTTISH  ARMS. 

Mr.  PIRIE  (Aberdeen,  N.) :  I  beg  to 
iisk  the  Lord  Advocate  what  is  the  diffi- 
culty in  embossing  the  Scottish  Royal 
Coat-of-Amis  on  Scottish  Papers  printed 


under  the  legislation  of  1897. 

Mr,  a.  G.  MURRAY :  As  I  have  al- 
ready  stated,  it  is  extremely  difficult  to 
deal  with  the  matter  involved  in  the 
question  of  the  hon.  Member  by  way  of 
(juestion  and  answer  in   the  House.     I 


shall  be  prepared  to  deal  with  it  more 
fully  in  the  discussion  on  the  Estimates, 

,,     ,      I   .      .        r  ^L    r    *  *!,  *     r.       but,  meanwhile,  I  am  to  state  that  the 
in  England,  m  view  of  the  fact  that,  after  i/i'  i.-'*^^       j*.,^         4.4. 

,        ^      •  1      4.-        1    ..   L?      •         -1  (Tovernmeiit  is  not  prepared  at  present  to 

due    consideration    last   Session,   it  was '  .,  .•    *^  f^^  ^  . .      , 

,        ,  ., ,  t  1     4.1.    '  re-open  the  question  of  the  proportion  be- 

found   possible,   as    far    as  rei'ards    the ,,      *^^i  4.4.T?ijjOi.ij 

,»  i.  *^  r  4.U  o  4.4.-  I.  r  1  4.-  T\  -4.  '  tween  the  crrants  to  England  and  Scotland 
Reports  of  the  Scottish  Pxlucation  Depart-    .  f.  •.,     R,^    1     •  1  . .  # 

^    ^         1        *.i.(j**uA  in    connection    with    the    legislation   of 

nient,  to  emboss  the   Scottish  Arms  on    ,^(.,*  ° 

them   instead  of  the   English,   although  | 

prinwd   in   England,   and    whether    the  ^^^^^  y^TO  IN  SCOTLAND. 

s;ime  consideration  can  be  extended  to  I  ,,  t>tt»tt^  t  -l  ^  1  ^i.  t^*  ^ 
other  Parliamentary  Papers  referring  to  ,  ,  ^^^  Pf-^^  ^  ^^  ^J^t  '^^  ^-"^ 
purely  Scottish  departments,  such  as  the  '  L«rtl  of  the  Treasuy  whether,  in  view 
recent  Scottish  Minute  regarding  the  |  P^  the  fact  that  the  demand  for  Scottish 
zw,.         i.    .1      11     •.         r  "^    ;».«o    pv-       leeialation   m    accordance   with    Scottish 

id  be  ta] 

the  Scottish  Papers  and  Minut^s^should  '•^"'Ply  y'^^\  ^^'^ .  »P~  ^^«"  /  '» 
be  prepared  in  Scotlaml.  \  expressed  with  sufficient  clearness,  and  see- 

'^    *^  I  mg  that  Scottish  opinion  in  favour  of   a 

Mr.  a.  (}.  MUKP.AY:  The  Sccrebiry    ^e**""^  o^  temperance  reform  was  proved 


for  Scotland  will  arrange  with  the  Con- 


by  a  vote  in  favour  of  the  Local  Veto  (Scot- 


troller  of  Her  Majesty's  Stationery  Office  land)  Bill  of  40  to  15  the  Government 
to  carry  out,  as  far  a^  possible,  the  sug- '  ^"»  consider  the  propriety  of  introducing 
gestion  of  the  hon.  Member.  ;  temperance  legislation  for  Scotland  at  an 

^  early  date. 


ENGLISH  AND  S(  OTCH  P:DITATI0N 

GRANTS. 


The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 


Caftain  SINCLAIR  (Forfar) :  I  ])eg  ^^^RY  Mr.  A  J.  Balfour,  Manchester, 
to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate,  will  he  explain  '  |^)  •  I  '^"^  not  know  what  the  hon.  Mem- 
whv,  under  the  Voluntarv  Schools  Act,  '  *>er  refers  to  in  the  hrst  part  of  the 
1897,  and  Elementarv  falucation  Act,  ' 'Ff  ^»on»  the  whole  of  which  appears 
1897,  England  is  to  receive  on  this  year's  ^o  be  of  an  argumentative  character.  But 
Estimates  a  grant  of  Xf,L>2,000  for  Volun-  I  cerUunly  cannot  promise  legislation  this 
tary  schools,  and  of  £170,000  additional  session  on  the  subject  to  which  he 
for  necessitous  Boanl  schrK)ls,  with  a  fur-  j  spc^^ially  refers. 

thersumof  £00,000  jis  the  result  of  the        ^,       t.,,.TT^      t  i_       •  i_      i. 

repeal  of  the  17s.  Gd.  limit,  or  a  total  of  '  ^^^'  I'l*^"'-  I«  "^^  the  right  hon. 
£sr,2,0()0,  as  against  onlv  €12,fiOO  for  ^tMitlenian  aware  that  the  demand  for 
Voluntarv  schools  in  Seotlarul,  £24,000  tempenuice  reform  m  Scotland  has 
additional  for  necessitous  Boanl  schools,  ^>y^'»  ^'^'^"^  i"  ^^"^  ^°*e  form  for  a  quarter 
and  £rj,0(K)  to  keep  up  the  Seotch  capita-    ^^'  **  century  'i 

tion  fee  grant  to  12s.  per  heal,  or  a  total  of        y^w.  A.  J.  BALFOUK  :  I  cannot  say. 
£41,600  borne  on  the  Imperial  Estimate? 
for  the  current  year  in  respect  of  the  I      Mr.  PIKIE  :  But  it  is  a  fact. 
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PRIVATE  BILL  PROCEDURE 
(SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Mr.  THORNTON  (Peebles  and  Sel> 
kirk) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  whether,  looking  to  the 
anxiety  of  the  people  in  Scotland  for  the 
passing  into  law  of  the  Private  Legisla- 
tion "Procedure  (Scotland)  Bill,  he  can 
give  any  assurance  that  it  M'ill  be  taken 
up  and  pushed  through  after  the 
Whitsuntide  recess. 

Mr,  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  have  every 
hope  and  expectation  that  the  Bill  will 
be  passed  before  the  end  of  the  session. 

PROCLAIMED  MEETING  AT  BREAFFY, 

Co.  MAYO. 

Mr.  DAVITT  (Mayo,  South) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  with  regard  to  the 
fact  that  a  public  meeting  announced  to 
be  held  on  Sunday  last,  at  Breaffy,  county 
Mayo,  to  advocate  the  programme  of  the 
United  Irish  League  and  the  manifesta- 
tion of  a  public  protest  against  the  con- 
tinued imprisonment  of  the  widow 
Brennan,  was  proclaimed  and  suppressed, 
will  he  state  on  what  grounds,  if  any, 
such  exercise  of  the  right  of  public  meet- 
ing was  by  force  taken  away  from  the 
people  of  that  locality. 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND   (Mr.   G.   W.   Balfour,  Leeds, 
Central) :   The  meeting  referred  to  was 
prohibited    because    there    were    strong 
grounds  for  apprehending   that  it    was 
convened  for  the  purpose  of  advocating 
the  boycotting  of  certain  persons  who,  in 
the  exercise  of  their  legal  rights,  had  be- 
come tenants  of  grass  lands  in  the  dis- 
trict, and  of  intimidating  and  unlaM^ully 
preventing  other  persons  from  exercising 
the^safne  rights  by  becoming  tenants  of 
such  lands,  and  that  intimidation  would 
follow.     The  avowed  object  of  the  meet- 
ing so  far  as  disclosed   by   the   placards 
convening    it,  was   "to  denounce   land- 
grabbing  and  other  such  practices  detri- 
mental to  the  interests  of  the  people."     If 
this  is  an  accurate  description  of  the  pro- 
gramme of  the  United  Irish  League,  it  is 
so  far  correct  to  say  that  the  meeting  was 
announced  to  advocate  that  proOTamme, 
although,  no  doubt,  particular  individuals 
were  aimed  at.     There  was  no  mention  in 
the  placard  of  the  case  of  Mrs.  Brennan, 
who  was  committed  to  prison  for  con- 
tempt of  Court  on  an  order  of  the  Vice- 
Chancellor. 


Mr,  DILLON  (Mayo,  K) :  On  what 
ground  was  it  anticipated  that  objectioih 
able  acts  would  be  committed  f 

Mr,  G.  W.  BALFOUR:  I  cann..: 
answer  in  detail,  but  before  the  meeting 
one  of  the  individuals  concerned  wa.* 
referred  to  in  a  newspaper,  published  in 
the  district,  as  one  whom  the  meeting 
was  to  be  held  to  denounce. 

THE  LAKES  OF  KILLARNEY. 
Mr.  DALY  (Monaghan,  South) :  I  K^ 
I  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lcmi 
i  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  i> 
aware  that  the  Muckross  estate,  on  which 
the  Lakes  of  Killamey  are  situate,  is  now 
for  sale ;  and  if  he  will  take  steps  to 
secure  this  property  for  the  people  of 
Ireland. 

Mr.  G.  W.  BALFOUR  :  I  understand 
that  the  estate  referred  to  is  for  sale  bv 
private  treaty.  I  do  not  propose  to  take 
the  steps  suggested  in  the  second  para- 
graph of  the  question. 

Captain  DONELAN  :  Cannot  a  slice 
of  the  100  millions  due  to  Ireland 
be  applied  for  the  purpose,  and  is  there 
not  a  still  undiscovered  remnant  of  the 
Irish  Church  Fund  1 

Mr.  SPEAKER :  Order,  order  ! 

Mr.  lough  :  Is  there  no  fund  for 
the  preservation  of  national  and  historic 
monuments  which  could  be  resorted  to  ? 

Mr.  G.  W.  BALFOUR :  The  property 
in  question  cannot  be  describ^  as  a 
national  or  historic  monument. 

IRISH  PRIVATE  BILL  LEGISLATION. 
Mr.  DALY:  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  he  will  request  the  Govern- 
ment to  apply  the  Private  Legislation 
Procedure  (Scotland)  Bill  now  before 
Parliament  to  Ireland  this  session  ? 


Mr.  G.  W.  BALFOUR:  I  have  re- 
ceived no  communications  on  this  subject 
from  hon.  Members  representating  Irish 
Constituencies,  and,  as  at  present  adWsed, 
I  am  of  opinion  it  would  be  better  to 
deal  with  the  mutter  of  Private  Bill  Pro- 
cedure for  Ireland  by  means  of  a  8eptiM*at<* 
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Mr.  DALY  :  Will  it  be  this  session  1  ing  of  a  list  containing  299  fair  rent  appli- 
cations from  the  unions  of  Carrickniaeross 
and  Castleblaney — a  number  of  which  had 
been  entered  in  1897 — was  commenced  in 
February  last,  but  that  all  the  cases  on  that 
list    have    not    yet   been   heard,   as  the 


Mr.  G.  W.  BALFOUR :  No,  Sir. 

DISTRICT  COUNCIL  ELECTION; 
SPOILT  VOTING  PAPERS. 


Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Donegal,    arrangements  for  the  hearing  of  the  latter 
E.):  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to   portion  of  it  had  to  be  altered  owing  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether    the  illness  of  the  Lay  Assistant  Commis* 
he  is  aware  that,  at  the  late  election  of  a   sioner  before  whom  the  cases  were  listed, 
county  councillor  for    the    Ballyconnell    It  is  expected  that  the  hearing  of  all  the 
division  of  county  Cavan,  there  were  60    cases  on  the  list  referred  to  will  be  com- 
voting  papers  (all  in  favour  of  one  candi-  ■  pleted  by  an  early  date,  and  the  decisions 
date)  spoilt  by  reason  of  the  writing  a    will  then  be  announced  on   the  earliest 
name  on  the  back  of  each,  the  writing  in    possible  opportunity, 
every  case  being  in  the  same  hand ;  and 
whether,  without  regard  to  the  plea  that 
an  election  petition  is  available,  he  will 
inquire  how  at  one  booth,  and  in  respect '         BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 
of  only  one  candidate,  so  many  votes  were  t 
invalidated  by  the  same  individual.  I 

I  Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  wish  to  sup- 
Mr.  G.  \V.  BALFOUR :  A  complaint '  plement  the  answer  I  gave  yesterday  as 
of  the  nature  mentioned  in  the  first  para- 1  to  the  proposed  course  of  business.  On 
^aph  was  made  to  the  Local  Government '  Friday  I  propose  to  take  the  Customs  and 
&>ard  by  the  defeated  candidate  at  the  i  Inland  Revenue  Vote  in  Committee  of 
election  of  a  district  councillor  for  the  ]  Supply,  and  Class  7,  Votes  for  temporary 
Bawnboy  Division  of  the  County  Cavan,  ,  commissions  and  for  miscellaneous  ex- 
and  was  subsequently  withdrawn  by  him.  |  penses,  and  in  Class  2  Vote  17  and  the 
The  Board  have  no  information  that  a  I  following  Votes.  On  Thursday,  June  1 , 
similar  occurrence  took  place  in  connec- 1  the  first  Government  night  after  the 
tion  with  the  election  of  a  county  coun- ,  House  reassembles  after  the  holidays,  I 
cillor  in  Cavan.  With  regard  to  the  ,  propose  to  take  the  remaining  Revenue 
second  paragraph,  the  Board  have  no  |  Votes,  including  the  Post  Office,  and  to 
power  to  hold  an  inquiry  as  suggested,  as  put  down  Class  6,  non-effective  and  charit- 
the  Returning  Officer,  under  the  provisions   able  services,  and  I  have  choeen  these  be- 


oftheBallotAct,adapted  by theCountyand  '  cause  I  hope  I  may  consider  them  non- 
Rural  District  Councillors  Elections  Onler,  controversial.  On  June  2  1  shall  ask  the 
is  prohibited  from  allowing  anv  person  to  Committee  to  take  theJLocal  Government 
inspect  any  ballot  papers  in  his  custody  Board  Vote  and  after  that  Vote  11  and 
except  by  order  of  a  Court  having  jurisdic-  remaining  Votes.  It  might  be  convenient 
tion  in  the  matter,  or  of  any  tribunal  in  to  Members  to  have  a  discussion  of  the 
which  the  election  is  questioned.  |  Foreign  Office  Vote  at  no  very  distant 

■  date,  and  unless  sufficient  reason  is  shown 
FAIR    RENTS   AT   CARRICK  MAC  ROSS.  [  against  it,  I  shall  ask  the  Committee  to 

Mr.  DALY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  '  take  that  Vote  on  June  9,  and  I  trust  that 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  I  will  relieve  hon.  gentlemen  from  the  ne- 
Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that  in  j  cessity  of  raising  Foreign  Office  questions 
February  last  there  were  in  the  unions  of  on  that  rather  inconvenient  opportunity 
Carrickmacross  and  Ca.stleblaney  about '  supplied  by  the  motion  for  adjournment 
300  applicants  to  ha>e  fair  rents  fixed  in  on  Friday, 
the  Land  Courts,  and  that  some  of  these 

applicants  hat!  entered  in  1897  ;  whether  .  Sir  II.  H.  FOWLER  :  Is  it  to  be 
he  can  state  what  Hteps  he  intends  to  tike  understood  that  it  is  the  intention  t  j 
to  have  cases  referred  to  heard  and  fair  '  actually  take  the  Foreign  Office  Vote  on 
rents  fixed  ;  and  if  he  can  state  the  cause  June  2  ?  The  House  has  always  been 
of  the  delay.  !  unwilling  to  part  with  control  of  that  Vote 

'  until  late  in  the  session,  for  the  parsing; 

Mr.  G.  W.  BALFOUR  :  I  am  informi^d  ■  of  the  Vote  precludes  disouw-ion  on  fot^'gn 
by  the  Land  Commissioners  that  the  hear- 1  affairs. 
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Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  thiifc  tint 
earlier  in  the  session  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  reproached  me  for  allowing 
Votes  to  go  over  from  day  to  day,  and  1 
agree  with  him  that  it  is  generally  an  incon- 
venient practice;  but  perhaps  an  excep- 
tion should  be  made  with  the  Foreign 
Office  Vote,  which  stands  in  a  rather 
special  position.  I  will  engage  either  not 
to  ask  the  Committee  to  come  to  a  de- 
cision on  the  Vote  on  June  9,  or  I  will 
keep  the  Report  over  so  as  to  allow  the 
opportunity  for  dealing  with  Foreign 
Office  subjects,  should  the  House  so  desire, 
before  the  end  of  the  session. 

Mr.  DILLON :  I  suppose  I  may  take 
it  that  no  Irish  Votes  will  be  taken  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  In  the  pro- 
gramme I  have  sketched  there  is  no  inten- 
tion to  take  Irish  Votes. 

Sir  W.  LAWSON  (Cumberland,  Cocker- 
mouth)  :  At  what  period  of  the  session 
does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  propose  to 
bring  on  the  Vote  for  Lord  Kitchener  1 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  do  not  think 
it  will  be  long  after  the  Whitsuntide 
holidays,  certainly  not  before.  It  might 
be  convenient  for  me  to  make  a  statement 
on  Friday,  and  I  shall  be  prepared  to  do 
sa 

Mr.  LAMBERT  (Devon,  South  Molton) ; 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  if  he  can  give  any  date  when 
the  Agricultural  Holdings  Bill  will  be 
introduced. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  No,  sir;  I 
cannot  mention  any  date. 


bsrs  of  the  Soloct  Committee  on  Fire  Bri 
gade  Bill. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  havt 
power  to  send  for  persons,  papers,  atti 
records. 

Ordered,  That  Five  be  the  quorum.— 

(Sir  William  JValrcmd.) 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 
That  they  have  agreed  to — 

VALE  OF  GLAMORGAN  RAILWAY 

BILL. 

Without  Amendment. 

BURLEY-IN-WHARFEDALE  URBAN 
DISTRICT  WATER  BILL. 

NUNEATON  AND  CHILVERS  COTON 
URBAN  DISTRICT  COUNCIL  WATEU 
BILL. 

WOODHOUSE    AND    C0NISBROr(;H 
RAILWAY  (ABANDONMENT  BILLt, 

With  Amendments. 
Amendments  to — 

SUPREME  COURT  (APPEALS)  BILL 

[Lords,] 

With  an  Amendment. 

WALLASEY  TRAMWAYS  AND  IM- 
PROVEMENTS BILL  [Lords]. 

Without  Amendment — 

That  they  have  passed  a  Bill,  intitule<L 
"  An  Act  to  provide  for  the  establishment 
of  a  Board  of  Education  for  England  an<i 
Wales,  and  for  matters  connected  there- 
with."    [Board  of  Education  Bill  [Lords]. 

Also,  a  Bill,  intituled,  "An  Act  t<» 
authorise  the  Wick  and  Pulteney  Har 
hour  Trustees  to  construct  additionjil 
works  ;  to  amend  the  Pulteney  Harbour- 
Act,  1879,  and  The  Wick  and  Pulteney 
Harbours  Order,  1883  ;  to  confer  further 
powers  upon  the  Trustees;  and  for  other 
purposes.'  [Wick  and  Pulteney  Harbours 
Bill  [LordsJ. 

Also,  a  Bill,  intituled,  "An  Act  to 
Major  Bowles,  Mr.  Cameron,  Mr.  Jesse  '  enable  the  St.  Neot's  Water  Company  tt> 
CoUings,  Mr.  Dunconibe,  Sir  George  !  extend  their  limits  of  supply ;  and*  for 
Fardell,  Mr.  Heath,  Mr.  Howell,  Mr.  ,  other  purposes.''  [St.  Neot's  Water  Bill 
Malcolm,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor,  >Ir.  Palmer,  [Lords]. 
Mr. .  Pym,     Mr.    Harold    Reckitt,  .  Mr.  ' 

Richardson,      Mr.    Alfred    Thomas    and  '      Also,   a   Bill,   intituled,    "  An   Act    to 
Major  Wyndham-Quin  nominated  Mem<  j  authorise  the  Corporation  of  Bury  to  con- 


METROPOLIS  MANAGEMENT  ACTS 
AMENDMENT  (BYE-LAWS)  BILL  [Lords]. 

Read  the  first  time ;  to  be  read  a  second 
time  upon  Wednesday  31st  May,  and  to 
be  printed  (Bill  210). 

FIRE  BRIGADES  BILL. 
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stnu't  additional  waterworks ;  and  for 
i  n  hor  purposes."  [Bury  Corporation  Water 
Bill  [Lords]. 

Also,  a  Bill,  intituled,  "An  Act  to 
make  further  provision  with  reference  to 
the  employment  of  pilots  in  the  port  of 
liiverpool;  and  for  other  purposes." 
[  Mersey  Docks  and  Harbour  Board  (Pilot- 
ago)  Bill  [Lords]. 

Also,  a  Bill,  intituled,  **  An  Act  to 
authorise  the  Mersey  Docks  and  Harbour 
Board  to  create  redeemable  stock,  and  to 
enable  the  Board  to  raise  money  tempo- 
rarily by  bills  of  exchange  or  promissory 
notes  ;  and  for  other  purposes.  [Mersey 
Docks  and  Harbour  Board  (Finance)  Bill 
[Lords], 

Also,  a  Bill,  intituled,  "An  Act  for 
supplying  with  water  the  parish  of  Church 
Stretton,  in  the  county  of  Salop."  [Church 
Stretton  Water  Bill  [Lords]. 

Also,  a  Bill,  intituled,  "An  Act  to 
extend  and  amend  The  Humber  Conser- 
vancy Acts,  1852  to  1876,  and  to  confer 
further  powers  on  the  Humber  Conser- 
vancy Commissioners ;  and  for  other  pur 
poses."  [Humber  Conservancy  Bill 
[Lords]. 

And,  also,  a  Bill,  intituled,  "  An  Act 
to  empower  the  British  Electric  Traction 
Company  (Limited)  to  construct  tram- 
roads  in  the  county  of  Sussex ;  and  for 
other  purposes."  [Bexhill  and  St.  Leo- 
nard's framroads  Bill  [Lords]. 

WICK  AND  PULTENEY  HARBOURS 

RILL  [Lords]. 

ST.  NEOT'S  WATER  BILL  [Lords]. 

BURY  CORPORATION  WATER  BILL 

[Lords]. 

MERSEY  DOCKS  AND  HARBOUR  BOARD 
(PILOTAIJE)  BILL  [Lords], 

MERSEY  DOCKS  AND  HARBOUR  BOARD 
(FINANCE)  BILL  [Ix)rds]. 

CHURCH  STRETTON  WATER  BILL 

[Lonls]. 

HUMBER  CONSERVANCY  BILL  [Lonls]. 

BEXHILL  AND  ST.  LEONARDS  TRAM 
ROADS  BILL  [Lonls]. 

Read  the  first  time :  and  refornnl  to 
tht»  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private 

Lii:  . 

VOL,  LXXI        [Fourth  Series.] 


LONDON  GOVERNMENT    BILL. 
Considered  in  CJommittee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  14  : — 

*SiR  Charles  DILKE  (Gloucester, 
Forest  of  Dean)  said  the  Amendment  he 
proposed  was  one  about  which  there  was 
not  much  to  be  said.  It  should  be  re- 
membered that  this  Committee  of  the 
Privy  Council  was  an  entirely  new  body, 
quite  unknown  to  this  House,  as  far 'as 
London  was  concerned ;  and  no  very 
great  amount  of  confidence  had  been 
shown  in  it  by  the  London  constituencies, 
for  Members  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
had  presented  petitions  against  the  selec- 
tion of  that  body.  Therefore  it  was  all 
the  more  necessary  that  their  decisions 
should  be  laid  before  Parliament,  and 
that  Committee  ought  not  to  be  entrusted 
with  such  important  legislative  powers. 
He  very  much  doubted  whether  the  Com- 
mittee had  thoroughly  followed  the  dis- 
tinction between  schemes  and  Orders. 
He  had  noticed  in  a  very  important  organ 
of  public  opinion  a  defence  of  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill,  which  explained  that 
the  second  sub-section  .of  this  clause 
enacted  that,  where  a  local  inquiry  was 
held,  it  would  have  the  effect  of  bringing 
the  proposal  of  the  Committee  of  the 
Privy  Cfouncil  before  the  House.  That, 
he  was  prepared  to  say,  was  not  the  case 
at  all.  The  Amendment  he  proposed 
was  one  which  explained  itself,  and  its 
acceptance  would  not  change  the  frame- 
work of  this  Bill,  and  yet  it  would  make 
so  much  difference  that,  taken  with  the 
Amendments  already  made,  it  would  turn 
them  from  opponents  to  supporters  of 
this  Bill.  The  worst  point  now  left  in 
the  Bill  was  the  serious  changes  which 
were  to  be  made  by  this  unknown  Com- 
mittee, which  were  not  to  be  brought 
before  Parliament.  He  wished  to  point 
out  to  the  Leader  of  the  House  that 
he  had  drawn  his  Amendment  in  ac- 
cordance with  precedent,  so  as  to  avoid 
any  constitutional  difficulty,  for  the  words 
he  proposed  had  been  taken  from  the 
Board  of  Agriculture  Act,  1 889,  and  they 
would  be  found  in  the  fourth  section. 
He  could  not  help  thinking  that  many 
MendxTS  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
wouhl  share  the  views  which  he  had 
expressed  upon  this  matter,  for  the 
Amendment  he  was  proposing  was  the 
one  thing  needed  to  restore  this  Bill  to  a 
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form  which  would  enable  them  on  his 
side  of  the  House  to  become  supporters  of 
the  Bill. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  9,  line  7,  at  end,  to  insert,  *  before 
any  Omer  in  Council  is  made  under  this  Act, 
the  draft  thereof  shall  be  laid  before  each 
House  of  Parliament  for  not  less  than  30 
days  on  which  that  House  is  sitting,  and  if 
either  of  those  Houses  before  the  expiration 
of  30  those  days  presents  an  address  to  Her 
Maiesty  against  the  draft,  or  any  part  thereof, 
no  further  proceedingft  shall  be  taken  thereon, 
without  prejudice  to  the  making  of  any  new 
draft  Ord!er/"—(^j>  Charles  DUke,) 

Question  proposed — 

"  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

The  first   LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester, 
E.) :  As*  far  as  the  abstract  merits  of  this 
Amendment  are  concerned,  I  confess  that  I 
cannot  see   that  it  would  be  any  great 
improvement  in  this  Bill,  for  the  House 
is  not  a  tribunal  which  is  well  qualified 
to  deal  with   tjuestions   of   boundaries — 
and   it  never  has  been  a  good  body  to 
deal   with   boundaries.      It   is   especially 
difficult  for  this  House  to  deal  with  the 
boundaries   contained  in  a  London  Bill, 
because  they  cannot  be  considered  merely 
with   reference    to    the    borough    itself. 
There    is    another    objection,   although, 
perhaps,  it  is  not  a  very  serious  one,  and 
that  is  that  a  month  will  be  required  after 
the   Order   is    framed    before    statutory 
effect  can  be  given  to  it ;  and  it  would  be 
prepared  so  late  next  session  that  it  could 
not   lie   on  the  Table  for  30  days,  and 
there  might  be  some  difficulty  in  doing 
what  the  House  is  extremely  anxious  to 
do — namely,  to  bring  the  Act  into  work- 
ing order  by  1st  of  November  1900.     I 
confess  that  I  should  prefer  leaving  the 
Bill  as  it  is,  for  it  follows  the  analogy  of 
previous  legislation,  and   not  bring  this 
question  of  boundaries  in  any  way  before 
the  House.     At  the  same  time,  if  there  is 
any  strong  and  earnest  feeling  in  favour 
of  the  proposed  court  of  review  in  case 
of  any  erroneous  or  inexpedient  decision 
on  the  pirt  of  the  Commissioners,  if  the 
Committee  are  really  anxious  that  there 
should  be  an  appeal  to  this  House  against 
the  decision  of  the  Commissioners,  I  should 
not  offer  any  strenuous  opposition  to  the 
proposal  on  behalf  of  the  Government. 

Mr,  SYDNEY  BUXTON  (Tower  Ham- 
lets,  Poplar)  said  he  was  very  glad  to 

Sir  Charles  JMe, 


hear  the,  conciliatory  tone  of  the  ri^b: 
hon.  Gentleman's  remarks,  for  they  wer. 
quite  in  accord  with  the  spirit  in  whicL 
he  had  conducted  this  Bill  from  the  com- 
mencement. He  was  bound  to  say  thait. 
in  their  effort  to  render  these  borougb 
councils  more  efficient,  the  First  Lo: : 
of  the  Treasury  had  met  them  vt*n 
fairly.  He  agreed  with  his  right  hur„ 
friend  the  Member  for  the  Forest  of  Dean 
that  this  part  of  the  Bill  was  one  whitL 
was  looked  upon  with  great  suspicior.. 
for  the  clause  proposed  to  place  the?- 
areas  in  the  hands  of  an  unknown  body,  ir. 
whom  the  districts  concerned  had  n«' 
confidence.  He  understood  that  tht 
right  hon,  Gen^^leman  was  ready  to  ac- 
cept the  proposal  to  bring  these  matters 
when  decided  under  the  purvie^w^  of  th^ 
House.  They  attached  very  great  im- 
portance to  the  Amendment,  and  he  did 
not  think  that  the  arguments  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  much  Aveight.  Under 
the  circumstances,  he  was  very  glad  u* 
hear  what  fell  from  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, because  the  course  he  had  taken 
would  facilitate  the  progress  of  the  Bi!i 
through  the  House,  and  would  give 
greater  confidence  in  the  measure  when 
it  became  law. 

Mr.  STUART  (Shoreditch,  Hoxtoii\ 
echoed  the  sentiments  of  his  hon.  friend  in 
reference  to  the  spirit  in  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  met  them.  He  had 
no  doubt  that  in  many  cases  if  it  was  felt 
that  there  was  a  court  of  revision  in  the 
House,  objections  would  not  be  taken  that 
might  otherwise  have  been  taken.  Knowing 
as  he  did  the  views  of  some  of  the  Io<^al 
authorities,  he  might  say  that  if  this 
Amendment  was  accepted  their  objections 
would  almost  vanish.  The  object  of  the 
Amendment  was  to  give  confidence  to 
those  outside  the  House,  and  he  believe! 
it  would  have  a  tendency  to  shorten  the 
procedure  when  the  Bill  became  an  Act, 
They  all  desired  that  this  Bill  should  come 
into  operation  at  an  early  date,  and  be 
thought  this  object  would  be  facilitated  by 
the  adoption  of  the  proposal  of  his  right 
hon.  friend  below  the  gangway,  which 
would  make  the  Bill  more  acceptable  than 
anything  else  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man could  do.  All  through  there  had 
been  an  absence  of  party  feeling,  although 
there  bad  been  a  very  strong  London  feel 
ing  exhibited,  which  had  been  met  vt»r\' 
reasomibly  by  the  attitude  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman. 
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Captain  NORTON  (Newington,  W.), 
as  the  representative  of  a  very  large 
parish  which  he  said  was  to  be  thrown  into 
the  melting  pot  under  this  clause,  thanked 
the  right  hon.  (rentlcman  for  the  generous 
manner  in  which  he  had  met  their  wishes, 
and  he  was  (^uite  sure  the  eftect  in  the 
districts  which  were  to  be  amalgamated 
would  be  that  the  suspicion  which  had 
been  aroused  in  the  minds  of  many  of  the 
inhabitants  would,  to  a  large  extent, 
vanish,  if  they  knew  that  this  House  was 
to  be  the  final  court  of  appeal. 

Question  put  and  agreed  to. 
Words  added. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.)  said  that  so  far  as  he  understood 
the  Municipal  Corporations  Act  and  the 
procedure  which  was  provided  by  it  there 
waa  no  provision  that  the  Commissioners 
before  they  submitted  their  scheme  should 
hold  a  local  inquiry,  and  the  object  of  this 
Amendment  was  to  secure  local  inquiries 
by  the  Commissioners  before  they 
submitted  their  proposals  to  the  Privy 
Council.  He  thought  it  was  very  de- 
sirable that  the  views  of  the  local 
people  should  be  made  known  to  the  Com- 
missioners before  any  scheme  whatever 
was  submitted  to  the  Privy  Council.  He 
was  aware  that  the  Municipal  Corpora- 
tions Act  provided  for  representations  to 
be  made  by  the  local  authorities  when  a 
draft  had  been  settled  by  the  Privy 
Council,  but  there  was  no  provision  for  a 
local  incpiry  in  the  first  instance. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  jiage  9,  line  10,  at  end  to  insert,  *  (3) 
The  CominiftsionerH,  l)efore  preparing  anyOrder 
or  Rchenie  under  section  one  oi  this  Act  or  any 
other  Order  or  scheme  for  carrying  thi«  Act 
into  effect  when  the  subject  matter  is  one  to 
which  a  local  inquiry  is  applicable,  shall  cause 
to  lie  made  a  local  inquiry,  of  which  due  public 
notice  shall  lie  given,  and  at  which  any  vestry, 
district  board,  or  other  local  authority  alTected 
thereby  sliall  be  permitted  to  tender  evidence 
and  ^ake  representations  which  the  Com- 
missioners shall  consider.*" — {Mr.Pickersgill,) 


Question  proposed — 
That  those  words  be  there  inserted.* 


« 


Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  entirely  con- 
cur with  the  object  which  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  in  view  in  proposing  this 
Amendment,  but  I  think  it  is  met  by  the 
conditional  and  recognised  procedure  of 


f  the  Privy  Council,  which  ffives  the  very 
fullest  opportunity  to  every  local  authority 
or  local  institution  by  either  Order  or 
scheme  to  make  its  views  heard.  As  I 
understand  it,  the  procedure  is,  in  the 
first  place,  that  an  Assistant  Commissioner 
is  sent  down  to  the  locality,  who  is  bound 
to  hear  all  the  interested  persons,  and 
after  he  has  heard  them  he  lays  their 
views  before  the  Head  Commissioners, 
who  thereupon  frame  their  provisional 
scheme,  which  is  itself  again  publicly 
submitted  to  all  the  authorities,  and 
every  opportunity  is  given  for  them  to 
make  such  representations  as  they  please 
before  the  Head  Commissioners.  I  be- 
lieve there  will  also  be  a  subsequent 
opportunity  for  interested  persons  to  be 
heard  before  the  Privy  Council.  I  do  not 
think  that  this  Amendment  is  necessary  ; 
indeed,  it  may  be  said,  in  a  sense,  to 
weaken  the  procedure  already  in  force, 
and  I  think  it  is  hardly  necessary  to  press 
the  matter  further. 

Mr.  STUART  asked  whether  the 
same  procedure  as  to  inquiry  locally  re- 
ferred to  an  Order  as  well  as  to  a  scheme. 
Of  course  there  was  a  considerable  dif- 
ference between  an  Order  and  a  scheme, 
and  he  took  it  that  his  hon.  friend  desired 
to  see  that  the  local  inquiry  should  apply 
to  both  cases. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  will  undertake 
that  there  shall  be  a  full  local  inquiry  in 
each  case,  and  full  opportunity  shall  be 
given  to  the  local  authorities  to  be  heard. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  said  that,  under 
the  circumstances,  he  would  withdraw 
his  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  lough  (Islington,  W.)  con- 
tended that  the  expenses  incurred  by  the 
Committee  under  this  Act  should  not  be 
paid  out  of  the  county  fund  at  the  dis- 
posal of  the  London  County  Council,  and 
he  accordingly  moved  to  omit  Sub-sec- 
tion 3. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"In  page  9,  line  11,  to  leave  out  Sub-8«c' 
tion  (H)."— -(J/r.  Lough.) 

Question  proposed — 

"That  SuhsHition  (3)  stand  part  of  the 
ClauJMi." 
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Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  think  this 
Amendment  is  quite  an  unreasonable  one, 
for  there  is  no  reason  why  the  taxpayers 
at  large  should  pay  for  the  work  involved 
in  these  schemes  and  Orders.  We  are 
only  by  this  proposal  following  the  prece- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Act,  1888. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  said  he  desired 
to  say  a  word  in  support  of  the  object 
which  his  hon.  friend  had  in  view.  So  far 
as  precedent  was  concerned,  it  was  on  the 
side  of  the  Amendment,  for  in  1887, 
then  the  Boundaries  Commission  was 
appointed,  it  was  provided  that  the  ex- 
penses should  be  paid  by  money  provided 
by  Parliament,  and  London  had,  of 
course,  to  pay  its  share  of  the  cost. 
Those  were  surveys  and  inquiries  pre- 
cisely of  the  same  character  as  those 
for  which  the  London  County  Council 
was  now  asked  to  pay.  He  certainly 
thought  the  cost  should  fall  not  upon  the 
County  Council,  but  upon  the  national  ex- 
chequer. 

Mr.  lough  contended  that  the  point 
had  not  been  adequately  dealt  with  by 
the  Government,  and  he  considered  the 
matter  was  one  of  great  importance.  The 
London  ratepayers  were  a  long-suffering 
class,  and  he  hoped  the  Government  would 
reconsider  the  matter. 

The  SOLICITOR  -  general  (Sir 
R.  B.  FiNLAY,  Inverness  Burghs)  con- 
tended that  as  this  was  a  matter  which 
concerned  London  only,  it  was  only  right 


that  the  cost  should  be  borne  in  the  mar- 
ner  provided  by  the  Bill. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  pointed  out  tha: 
he  relied  upon  the  Act  of  1887,  wkicL 
applied  to  the  boundaries,  and  was  very 
much  nearer  the  present  case. 

Mr.  STUART  said  that  so  far  as  tht 
clause  threw  the  expense  upon  the  L<»n- 
don  County  Council  instead  of  the  indi- 
vidual boroughs,  ho  quite  agreed  with  iu 
because  it  relieved  the  poorer  districts 
and  was  in  reality  a  matter  of  equalisa- 
tion. He  thought  there  was  a  great  deal 
of  force  in  the  argument  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bethnal  Green,  who  remindt^i 
the  House  that  in  1887  the  cost  was  pur 
upon  the  national  fund,  to  which  hondov, 
contributed  a  very  large  siun,  although 
London  was  excluded  from  the  operation  «»f 
the  Act.  He  was  in  favour  of  throwing 
this  expense  upon  the  country  generally, 
although  he  agreed  that  the  Government 
had  gone  in  the  right  way  in  throwing  it 
upon  the  County  Council  instead  of  upon 
the  individual  boroughs. 

♦The  CHAIRMAN :  The  effect  of  earn- 
ing the  Amendment  will  not  be  to  throw 
the  expense  on  the  taxpayers.  The  only 
effect  will  be  that  the  Commissionere  wi!J 
not  get  paid  at  all. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes,  192. 
Noes,  100. — (Division  List,  No.  151.) 
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Goi>ernmeni  Bill. 


Clause,  as  Amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  15  : — 

Mr.  STEPHENS  (Middlesex,  Horn- 
sey)  contended  that  the  sub-sections  of 
this  clause  were  clearly  the  pivot  upon 
which  this  Bill  turned.  Therefore,  they 
ought  to  know  exactly  where  they  were, 
ana  the  local  authorities  should  not  be 
left  in  doubt  as  to  the  position  which 
they  occupied  under  the  Bill.  He  sub- 
mitted his  Amendment  with  confidence, 
for  he  thought  no  objection  could  be 
taken  to  the  words  he  suggested,  for  it 
must  be  for  the  benefit  of  all  that  the 
rights  of  all  should  be  clearly  set  forth. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  9,  line  14,  to  leave  out  '  may/ 
and  insert  *  shall,'  as  the  circumstances  in  each 
case  may  require." — (Mr.  Stephens.) 

Question  proposed — 

"  That  the  word  *  may/  stand  part  of  the 
clause." 

Sir  R.  B.  FINLAY  hoped  that  his 
hon.  friend  would  not  consider  it  was 
necessary  to  press  his  Amendment,  for 
there  was  nothing  to  be  gained  by  insert- 
ing the  words  which  he  had  proposed. 
Who  was  to  determine  the  circumstances 
of  each  case  1  Clearly,  it  could  only  be 
determined  by  the  Commissioners  or  the 
Committee  of  the  Privy  Council.  He 
maintained  that  to  say  "shall,  as  the 
circumstances  of  the  case  may  require" 
was  only  saying,  in  a  longer  form,  what 
was  already  provided  for  by  the  words 
"  a  scheme  under  this  Act  may  make  pro- 
vision." 


♦Colonel  HUGHES  (Woolwich) 
pointed  out  that  if  the  Commissioners  left 
anything  out  there  would  still  be  an 
appeal  to  the  Privy  Council,  and  they 
would  have  that  remedy. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  asked 
whether  it*  was  intended  co  raise  the  ques- 
tion of  boundaries  upon  Sub-section  B. 

Sir  R.  B.  FINLAY  replied  that  the 
boundary  question  would  be  dealt  with  at 
a  later  stage  by  the  whole  House. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  W.F.  D.  Smith  (Strand), 


The  ATTORNEY-GENERAL  (S:r 
Richard  Webster,  Isle  of  Wight)  sail 
it  was  the  intention  of  the  Grovemmt-r ' 
to  make  the  operation  of  Sub-section  ti 
as  wide  as  possible. 

Mr.  STUART  said  there  was  one  pir 
of  Sub-section  B  which  he  thought  ough: 
to  be  dealt  with  by  some  specific  refertrnt> 
The  words  of  the  sub-section  wou,  ■ 
appear  to  place  it  within  the  power  ••: 
the  Commissioners  to  divide  up  the 
London  School  Board.  No  doubt  tL/ 
was  not  the  intention,  but  he  believed  thij 
this  sub-section  would  give  that  powtr 
taken  in  conjunction  with  the  Seht-v 
Board  Amendment  Act  of  1875.  H^ 
raised  the  question  in  order  that  it  mign: 
be  made  clear  that  the  School  Board  w;k- 
not  intended  to  be  interfered  with  in  tha: 
way. 

Sir  R.  B.  FINLAY :  That  point  hi.^ 
not  been  overlooked,  and  it  may  be  nei-i^^- 
sary  to  introduce  a  sa\ing  clause  to  th.i: 
effect. 

Other  Amendments  made. 

Mr,  STEPHENS  thought  that  the 
parties  interested  in  the  apportionment 
and  transfer  of  property  and  liabilitit^ 
should  be  allowed  to  accommodate  them- 
selves by  mutual  arrangement,  and  he 
moved  an  Amendment  with  this  object. 

Amendment  proposed. 

**Iu  page  9,  line  30,  at  end,  to  in^rt 
'  (e)  for  the  apuortionment  and  transfer  ♦  i 
property  and  lianilitieHiu.  may  lie  done  umltr 
section  68  of  the  Local  Govemiueut  Act. 
1894."— (^^'•.  Stephens.) 

Question  proposed — 
"That  those  words  be  there  inserte*!." 

Sir  E.  B.  FINLAY  said  he  hoped  hi< 
hon.  friend  would  not  press  this  Amen<i 
ment,  because  they  had  already  msuic 
provision  to  prevent  any  injustice  in  thi^ 
respect.  The  Amendment  was  not  really 
wanted,  because  the  power  of  adjustment 
had  been  given  to  the  body  Avho  had  t<» 
prepare  the  scheme.  If  the  parties  ever 
arrived  at  a  fair  arrangement  they  woul«l 
embody  it  in  the  scheme,  and  they  would 
have  power  to  make  the  adjustment  if  no 
agreement  was  arrived  at.  He  hope<l  the 
hon.  Member  would  recognise  that  the 
general  words  which  they  had  already 
inserted  in  the  Bill  provided  for  the  object 
which  he  had  in  view. 
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Mr.  STEPHENS  asked  leave  to  with- 
draw his  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  9,  line  31,  after  *  Act/  to  insert  *  other 
than  Tlie  London  Building  Act,  1894."— f^i)/?-. 
Courtrn'j/.J 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mr.  lough  said  that,  on  behalf  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Huddersiield,  he 
begged  to  move  the  next  Amendment 
standing  on  the  Paper. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  9,  line  36,  at  end  to  insert  *  (2)  A 
Hcheme  or  order  may  he  made  for  amending 
any  scheme  or  order  previously  made  in  pur- 
suance of  this  Act,  and  may  he  made  by  the 
same  authority  and  after  the  same  procedure 
as  the  original  scheme  or  order.  " — (Mr. 
Lough.  J 

Question  proposed — 
"That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER  pointed 
out  that  the  object  of  this  Amendment 
was  already  provided  for. 

Mr.  lough  urged  that  this  was 
another  instance  of  the  unfortunate 
system  of  legislation  by  reference.  Unless 
the  Government  could  point  out  some  i 
obvious  objection,  he  thought  it  would  | 
be  better  that  the  words  should  be  in- 
serted in  the  Bill,  and  he  supported  this 
Amendment. 

Amendment  put,  and  negatived. 

Mr.  STUART  said  he  wished  some 
pro\'ision  to  be  made  for  enabling  the 
new  councils  to  spend  money  upon 
technical  education,  and  he  should  also 
like  to  know  whether  this  Bill  would 
affect  the  Technical  Education  Act  ad- 
ministered by  the  London  County 
Council,  or  the  grants  made  to  the  metro- 
polis for  technical  education. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  may  inform 
the  hon.  Member  that  there  is  no  inten- 
tion to  in:)crfore  v/Itu  the  powers  of  the 
London  County  Council  in  regard  to  the 
Technical  Education  Act,  or  with  refer- 
ence to  the  grants  made  to  the  metropolis 
for  the  purposes  of  technical  education. 


Amendnieht  proposed — 

"  In  page  9,  line  36,  at  end,  to  add,  *  (g)  and 
for  enabling  borough  councils  to  expend  money 
on  teclmical  instruction,  pi  ovided  that  nothing 
in  this  Act  shall  alter  the  powers  of  the 
liOndon  County  C-ouncil  in  respect  of  the 
Technical  Education  Act  and  of  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  grant  for  technical  education.' " 
—(MrStnarf.) 

♦The  CHAIRMAN :  This  Amendment 
cannot  be  moved  here,  because  it  woidd 
be  necessary  to  transfer  to  the  borough 
councils  the  power  to  spend  this  money, 
and  it  is  not  in  order  to  move  something 
for  which  the  necessary  power  has  not 
already  been  given  under  the  Bill.  The 
hon.  Member  ought  to  have  raised  this 
question  at  an  earlier  period  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  STUART  said  he  should  raise 
the  question  upon  the  Report  stage.  It 
was  a  very  impoitant  point,  and  he  could 
give  facts  to  show  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man how  important  a  matter  it  was. 
Before  the  clause  proceeded  further  he 
should  like  to  raise  it  upon  the  clause  as 
whole.  Perhaps  the  Attorney-General 
would  be  able  to  answer  the  point. 

Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER  replied  that 
this  was  not  the  right  place  to  deal  with 
it,  although  he  did  not  believe  that  under 
the  Bill  as  it  stood  the  powers  of  the 
London  County  Council  would  be  inter- 
fered with.  With  regard  to  the  power 
of  the  new  councils  to  spend  money  upon 
technical  education,  that  would  have  to 
be  provided  for  in  a  new  clause. 

Mr.  STUART  asked  if  there  was  any 
intention  of  interfering  with  the  Technical 
Education  Board  1 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Certainly 
not. 

Mr.  STUART,  in  moving  the  next 
Amendment,  said  a  proposal  might  become 
law  without  coming  before  Parliament, 
but  he  thought  that  if  the  persons  in- 
terested, or  a  certain  proportion  of  the 
inhabitants,  petitioned  during  a  certain 
interval,  then  the  scheme  should  not  be 
brought  before  Parliament. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  10,  line  4,  after  *  deemed/  to  insert 
*  otherwise  than  for  the  purpose  of  lodging  a 
petition.' "—(Jlfr.  J,  Stuart) 
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Question — 

"  That  those  words  be  there  inserted," 
put  and  negatived. 

Mr.  OAUSTON  (Southwark,  W.)  said 
t^at  he  believed  the  Government  were 
iu'ly  alive  to  the  necessity  of  the  Amend- 
ment he  now  proposed. 

Amendment  proposed, 

At  end  of  Clause  to  add:  "  The  Mayor,  Com- 
monalty, and  citizens,  and  the  Court  of  Alder- 
lii'jn,  and  the  Coroner,  and  other  officers  of  the 
City  of  London,  and  their  deputies,  shall  also 
V-i  deemed  a  local  authority  within  the  mean- 
ing of  the  said  provisions  so  far  as  relates  to 
any  powers  exerciseable  by  them  respectively 
withm  the  ancient  Borough  of  Southwark." — 
(J//-.  Causton.) 


Question  proposed : — 

**  That  those  words  be  there  added." 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  Govern- 
ment are  entirely  in  accord  with  the 
views  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  and  I  will 
accept  the  Amendment,  with  the  proviso 
that  if  further  inquiries  which  we  are 
making  render  it  necessary  to  extend  the 
words  on  the  Report  stage,  we  may  ex- 
tend the  provisions  to  other  cases. 


Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  lough  said  he  thought  the 
Government  would  see,  after  having 
considered  the  matter,  that  the  words 
he  now  moved  to  add  were  necessary. 
An  Amendment  had  been  accepted  which 
provided  that  the  local  authorities  should 
be  heard,  and  that  there  should  be  an 
inquiry  in  each  of  the  localities  before  the 
Privy  Council  before  schemes  were  de- 
cided, but  he  did  not  think  it  was  quite 
certain  that  the  Amendment  would  cover 
the  case  of  the  London  County  Council. 

Amendment  proposed : — 

At  end  of  Clause  to  add  :  "  The  London 
County  Council  shall  be  entitled  to  make 
representations  to  the  Commissioners  and  to 
tiie  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council  in  respect 
of  any  of  the  Uiatters  referred  to  them  by  this 
Act,  and  shall  be  entitled  to  be  heard  in  sup- 
port of  such  representations." — {Mr.  Lmtgh.) 

Question  proposed : — 
"  That  these  words  be  there  inserted." 


am  aware  of  in  this  Bill  by  which  schemes 
will  be  decided  which  aft'ect  the  London 
County  Council,  and  that  being  so,  it  woui^i 
not  be  proper  to  introduce  such  a  clause  a? 
this   into   the   Bill.     It    might    possibly 
complicate  matters,  and  I  do  not  see  thai 
the  interest  of  the  boroughs  would  be  v\ 
any  way  safeguarded  by  the  words  now- 
suggested. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  said  he 
understood  that  the  clause  was  put  in  to 
safeguard  the  London  County  Council 
He  did  not  see  why  that  body  should  lit 
put  into  a  worse  position  than  it  at  present 
occupied  under  the  Coimty  Councils  Acu 
under  which  it  had  the  power,  upon 
the  incorporation  of  any  borough,  to  oK 
ject  if  they  thought  proper.  He  thought 
that  with  regard  to  some  of  the  outlying 
districts  it  was  possible  that  their 
views  on  the  subject  might  be  advan- 
tageously expressed.  It  was  evidently 
intended  to  put  the  county  councils  in  a 
worse  position. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  hon. 
Gentleman  will  see  that  there  is  a  broad 
distinction  between  the  position  of  the 
London  County  Council  under  this 
measure  and  that  of  the  provincial  county 
councils  under  the  Act  of  1888.  Where, 
under  the  Act  of  1888,  a  new  borough 
was  constituted,  something  was  carved  out 
of  the  area  under  the  control  of  the 
county  council,  and,  therefore,  it  was 
quite  proper  that  the  county  council 
should  have  the  right  to  appear,  but  so 
far  as  I  can  foresee  the  operation  of  this 
Bill,  the  London  County  Council  will  in 
no  way  be  affected  by  the  subdivision  of 
its  area  into  these  local  boroughs. 
Whether  they  shall  be  larger  or  smaller 
is  a  matter  which  concerns  themselves, 
but  it  will  surely  not  be  contended  thai 
it  concerns  anybody  else. 


Mr.  STUART  was  of  opinion  that  the 
Amendment  might  properly  be  accep^iHl : 
it  would  not  give  the  London  County 
Council  any  undue  power  of  interfering 
with  or  preventing  the  operation  of  the 
clause.  The  Amendment,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  was  one  which  would  simply  enable 
the  knowledge  and  information  of  the 
County  Council,  which  were  very  great. 


to  be  laid  before  the  Commissioners.     He 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  do  not  think    thought  the  information  which  it  could 

it    would    be    desirable    to    accept    the   give  would  be  of  the  greatest  assistance  to 

Amendment.     There  is  no  provision  that  I    the  Commissioners,   and  so   long  as  the 
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London  County  Council  was  not  in  con- 
flict with  the  local  authorities  it  would 
he  a  great  advantage  to  have  their  views, 
lie  thought  that  allowing  them  to  have 
a  right  to  appear  would  lead  to  a  valuable 
solution  of  the  whole  question.  It  would, 
of  course,  be  seen  that  there  was  no  want 
of  cordiality  between  the  County  Council 
and  the  new  boroughs. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  No  doubt  the 
County  Council  is  in  possession  of  very 
valuable  information  as  regards  the  whole 
of  the  county,  but  the  hon.  Gentleman 
will  perceive  from  the  Bill  that  there 
would  be  a  full  Commission  sent  down  to 
inquire  into  any  scheme  which  it  was 
desired  to  adopt  in  any  area,  and  it  would 
receive  information  from  all  sources. 
Necessarily  one  of  the  sources  of  informa- 
tion would  be  the  County  Council.  I 
think  it  would  be  better  to  follow  the 
procedure  of  the  Privy  Council  in  the 
Act  of  1888,  which  I  think  will  meet  the 
views  of  the  hon.  Gentleman. 

Sir  BLUNDELL  MAPLE  (Camber- 
well,  Dulwich)  was  of  opinion  that  the 
London  County  Council  should  have  a 
right  to  appear. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  think  it 
will  be  necessary  when  we  come  to  the 
next  clause  to  introduce  words  giving  the 
County  Council  a  right  to  be  heard  when 
an  area  which  has  been  subject  to  the 
County  Council  is  proposed  to  be  altered. 
I  think  that  is  necessary,  but  the  best 
way  to  meet  the  views  of  my  hon.  friend 
will  be  to  insert  words  in  the  next 
clause. 

Mr.  lough  said  he  had  every  dis- 
position to  accept  the  views  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  but  he  thought  he  had 
not  recognised  sufficiently  the  fact  that 
the  Bill  did  not  materially  alter  the  posi- 
tion of  the  London  County  Council. 
Most  of  the  clauses  which  interiered  with 
the  County  Council  had  either  been  modi- 
fied or  struck  out.  No  step  could  be 
taken  in  any  of  the  areas  of  London  with- 
out affecting  them.  Unless  words  were 
inserted  in  the  clause  expressly  admitting 
the  County  Council,  the  County  Councu 
would  have  no  right  to  appear. 


be  held,  though  he  admitted  that  in  some 
cases  they  might  properly  claim  a  right 
of  appearing ;  but  that  matter  would  bo 
dealt  with  in  the  next  section.  He  for 
his  own  part  would  be  very  sorry  to  see 
the  County  Council  appear  in  every  local 
dispute  and  become  a  partisan  of  one  side 
or  the  other. 

Mr.  HALDANE  (Haddington)  said, 
as  he  Understood  the  matter,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  contemplated  that  there  should 
be  full  opportunity  given  to  everybody 
concerned  of  being  heard  before  the  Com- 
missioners or  the  Privy  Council.  If  that 
was  all  the  Bill  contemplated,  that  was  all 
that  was  desired ;  but  he  wished  to  under- 
stand clearly  whether  the  only  judicial 
hearing  would  be  the  hearing  before  the 
Commissioners.  He  thought  the  latter 
should  have  discretion  to  hear  anyone  they 
thought  fit,  who  could  throw  light  on  the 
subject. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  As  I  understand 
the  matter,  there  will  be  a  hearing  before 
the  sub-Commissioners,  also  before  the 
head  Commissioners,  and  if  thought  de- 
sirable— though  I  think  this  not  likely — 
before  the  Privy  Council  itself.  So  there 
is  a  possibility  of  three  hearings.  By  the 
time  a  hearing  has  taken  place  before  the 
sub-Commissioners  and  the  head  Commis- 
sioners it  will  probably  not  be  thought 
necessary  to  go  before  the  Privy  Council, 
but  in  an  extreme  case  it  would  go  there. 
A  hearing  before  the  Privy  Council  will 
lie  in  the  background. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  16 : — 

• 

Mr.  lough  rose  to  move  to  omit 
the  words  "outside  the  City."  The 
clause  provided  that  every  part  of  the 
administrative  County  of  London  should 
be  in  some  borough  or  parish,  but  he 
pointed  out  that  some  parts  were  inside 
the  City. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  So  far  as  the  hon. 
Member  addresses  his  point  to  meet  the 
words  "outside  the  City,"  he  is  in  order; 
but  he  is  out  of  order  in  taking  the  point 
he  is  now  taking. 


♦Colonel  HUGHES  contended  that 
the  County  Council  had  no  right  to 
appear  at  every  local  inquiry  which  might !  so,  and  unless  sonxe  further  Amendment 


Mr.  lough  admitted  that  that  was 


771 


London 


{COMMONS} 


Crovemment  £UL 


772 


was  made  it  would  be  impossible  to  carry 
his  intention  out. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  17  : — 

♦Mr.  HERBERT  ROBERTSON 
(Hackney,  S.)  moved  to  omit  the  words 
"  or  of  constituting  a  satisfactory  area  for 
a  borough."  He  thought  no  parish  would 
necessitate  division  in  that  way,  but  it 
might  be  sought  to  divide  Hackney 
into  separate  portions.  He  did  not  in  the 
least  object  to  adjustment  of  boundaries, 
but  he  did  object  to  a  parish  being  cut 
into  two  distinct  parts. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  10,  lines  1 1  and  12  to  omit  the  words 
'or  of  constituting  a  satisfactory  area  for  a 
borough.*  " — {Mr,  Herbert  Robertson.) 

Question  proposed — 

"That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out 
stand  part  of  the  clause." 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  am  not  aware, 
any  more  than  my  hon.  friend,  of  any  case 
in  which  it  would  be  either  necessary  or 
desirable  to  cut  a  parish  in  two  in  the 
sense  of  leaving  a  portion  in  two  borough 
areas.  At  the  same  time  1  do  not  think 
it  is  necessary  to  cut  out  the  sub-section. 
Probably  the  Commissioners  would  come  to 
the  same  conclusion  as  my  hon.  friend, 
and,  indeed,  the  Amendments  accepted  will 
prevent  any  rash  tendency  to  cut  parishes 
asunder.  On  the  other  hand,  there  may 
be  cases  where  it  would  be  extremely  de- 
sirable to  make  small  adjustments,  and 
this,  if  my  hon.  friend's  Amendment  is 
carried,  will  be  prevented. 

Mr.  HERBERT  ROBERTSON  said 
he  was  satisfied  with  the  explanation  of 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  and  would 
therefore  withdraw  the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Sir  CHARLES  DILKE  moved  tht 
omission  of  Sub-section  1,  for  the  purpose 
of  asking  a  question  of  the  Government, 
which  properly  arose  on  that  sub-section, 
and  which  at  an  earlier  period  he  pressed 
on  the  attention  of  the  Government — the 
difficulty  that  arose  in  relation  to  the 
distribution  of  parochial  charities  when  a 

Mr.  LougK 


portion  of  the  parish  was  detached. 
There  was  no  doubt  that  theoretically  the 
rights  of  the  parishioners  were  pr^servto 
under  the  general  law,  but  ho-w  thtv 
could  be  practically  enforced  for  thf 
benefit  of  the  inhabitants  in  the  detacbt'i 
portion  he  could  not  conceive.  The 
matter  was  of  great  importance  to  the 
inhabitants  of  London,  and  he  mentiont-*: 
it  in  order  that  it  might  receive  the 
attention  of  the  Government. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  That  Sub-section  (1)  be  omitted."— (N-r 
Charles  Dilke, ) 

Question  proposed — 

"That  Sub-section  (1)  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Sir  RICHARD  \VEBSTER  said  he 
had  listened  attentively  to  what  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  said,  but  he  failed  tn 
see  how  the  Bill  would  affect  the  quest iun 
of  charities  in  any  respect.  Kxistiiig 
rights  would  be  preserved  by  the  genenJ 
law.  He  did  not  himself  think  the  con- 
stitution of  these  boroughs  would  make 
any  difference,  but  he  was  prepared  to 
consider  the  matter  further. 

Sir  CHARLES  DILKE  said  it  would 
make  a  difference  to  the  people  who  now 
received  the  charities  if  they  happened  to 
live  in  that  quarter  of  the  parish  which 
was  cut  off,  because  they  would  be  un- 
known to  the  governing  body  chargc<l 
with  the  distribution. 

Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER  said  he 
could  not  see  his  way  to  insert  any 
general  words,  but  if  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  would  be  kind  enough  .to  move 
to  insert  a  new  clause  he  would  consider 
it. 

Mr.  STEPHENS  said  that  if  one  part 
of  a  parish  were  included  in  the  new 
borough,  there  would  be  no  Ixxiy  re- 
maining by  which  the  charities  could  be 
administered. 

Mr.  BOUSFIELD  (Hackney,  N.) 
thought  it  would  be  \Gry  easy  to  provide 
a  scheme  by  which  the  Commissionei-s 
might  deal  with  the  transfer  of  a  portion 
of  the  charity. 

Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER  said  it 
seemed  to  be  a  matter  for  the  trustees  of 
the  charity. 
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Amendmenti  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  BURDETTCOUTTS  (West- 
minster) moved  to  add  after  the  word 
**  observed  " — 

**  Provided  that  where  any  Huch  detached 
part  iM  geographically  situate  within  any 
iKirough  containing  the  principal  part  of  the 
liarlHii  which  slialL  be  part  of  that  borough." 

The  object  of  the  Amendment  was  to 
avoid  ambiguity  or  contradiction  between 
two  parts  of  the  Bill.  The  scheduled 
borough  of  Westminster  contained  the 
hamlet  of  Knightsbridge,  part  of  the 
parish  of  St.  Margaret's,  and  although  he 
was  quite  satisfied  that  it  was  the  in- 
tention of  the  Grovemment  that  the  whole 
of  the  parish  of  St.  Margaret's  should  be 
included  in  the  borough  of  Greater  West- 
minster, yet  it  would  come  directly  under 
the  description  of  the  first  three  lines  of 
clause. 

Amendment  proposed — 

In  page  10,  line  22,  after  '  obf«erved/  to  iuBert, 
— *  Provided  that  where  any  such  detached  part 
i^  geographically  situate  within  any  borough 
mention^  in  tlie  Firnt  Schetiule  to  this  Act, 
it  wliall  remain  part  of  that  borough.'  " — {Mr 
Burdett-Voutts.) 


Question  proposed — 
That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 


4t 


Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER  said  the 
Government  would  accept  the  Amend- 
ment, but  it  must  be  distinctly  under- 
stood that  they  reserve<i  to  themselves 
the  power  of  making  a  verbal  alteration 
on  Report. 

Mr.  WHITMORE  (Chelsea)  said  he 
could  not  understand  why  the  proposal 
should  be  accepted  in  the  case  of  one 
borough,  while  the  Commissioners  were 
to  be  left  to  deal  with  the  rest  of  London. 

Colonel  HUGHES  said  he  thought 
the  case  would  be  met  by  the  insertion  in 
the  schedule  of  the  words  "  including  the 
hamlet  of  Knightsbridge." 

Question  put  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  BIGWOOD  (Middlesex,  Brent- 
ford) moved  to  omit  Sub-section  2  of  the 
clause.  The  matter  to  which  the  Amend- 
ment referred  was  of  great  importance  to 
the  inhabitants  of  MidSesex,  and  one  upon 
which  they  felt  keenly.  The  detached 
portion    of    South  Homsey,  which  was 


evidently  alluded  to  by  the  Amendment, 
was  an  isolated  portion  of  a  parish 
surrounded  by  London,  but  it  was  a 
thoroughly  well  governed  district,  and 
was  complete  in  a  variety  of  ways.  The 
effect  of  this  transfer  would  be  that 
Middlesex  would  lose  upwards  of  £2,000 
rateable  value,  and,  moreover,  it  would 
materially  interfere  with  the  conditions 
of  the  elections  for  councillors  and  alder- 
men, resulting  in  financial  loss.  Under 
the  County  Council  Act  of  1888 
there  was  a  clause  which  stated  that 
when  any  transfer  of  a  district  was  made 
it  was  competent  for  the  inhabi- 
tants to  be  heard  before  the  Local 
Grovemment  Board.  Upon  this  point  he 
desired  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  charge  of  the  Bill  whether  he  could 
see  his  way  to  accept  the  opinion  of  the 
inhabitants.  Quite  recently  a  poll  was 
taken,  and  of  those  who  voted  98  per 
cent,  of  the  inhabitants  were  opposed  to 
the  transfer  of  the  area  to  London.  He 
had  not  heard  that  such  transfers  could 
be  made  against  the  will  of  the  com- 
munity. It  was  a  monstrous  thing  that 
a  man  who  was  suddenly  shifted  into 
another  area,  to  find  that  his  rates  were 
doubled,  had  no  redress.  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  did  not  see  his  way  to 
accept  the  Amendment,  he  suggested  that 
the  area  might  be  absorbed  in  the  County 
of  Middlesex. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  10,  line  23,  to  leave  out  sub-Bection 
(2)."— r-^r.  Bigicood.) 

Question  proposed — 

''That  Sub-section  (2)  stand  part  of  the 
clause." 

♦Sir  F.  DIXON-HARTLAND  (Middle- 
sex, Uxbridge)  supported  the  Amend- 
ment. The  County  of  Middlesex  felt  very 
strongly  on  this  point,  as  it  was  a  very 
poor  county,  and  if  the  suggested  part  of 
South  Hornsey  were  detached  there 
would  be  a  loss  of  £2,000  to  the  rateable 
value.  The  reason  why  Middlesex  was 
80  poor  was  because,  in  consequence  of 
its  contiguity  to  London,  it  had  an 
enormous  police  bill  to  pay.  When  a 
vote  of  the  neighbourhood  was  taken  it 
was  found  that  there  was  almost  an 
unanimous  opinion  against  the  transfer. 
He  thought  the  Government  ought  to 
take  some  means  to  meet  the  news  of  the 
people. 
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Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  can  assure 
my  hon.  friends  that  I  sympathise  with 
the  difficulties  which  they  have  laid  before 
the  House.  It  does  unfortunately  happen 
that  whenever  we  attempt  by  legislation 
to  deal  with  areas,  a  great  deal  of  local 
feeling  and  dissatisfaction  is  inevitably 
aroused.  I  am  the  last  person  to  view 
that  feeling  with  satisfaction  or  indiffer- 
ence, or  to  refuse  to  do  anything  I  can 
to  mitigate  its  intensity.  I  think  my 
hon.  friends  will  themselves  see,  however, 
that  to  leave  this  extraordinary  anomaly 
unredressed  when  we  are  dealing  with 
the  subject  of  London  government  would 
be  quite  impossible.  Anyone  who  looks 
at  the  matter  will  see  that  a  Middlesex 
island  is  stuck  down  in  the  middle  of  the 
County  of  London,  and  that  it  really  is  a 
matter  which  it  is  impossible  to  leave  un- 
dealt  with  in  this  Bill.  Now,  Sir,  my  hon. 
friend  has  complained  of  the  financial  loss 
which  would  ensue  from  cutting  off  from 
Middlesex  so  much  of  its  rateable  value, 
and  I  agree  that  it  may  be  a  very  serious 
difficulty.  But  I  would  point  out  that 
under  the  existing  law,  which  would  be 
embodied  in  this  Act,  it  is  possible  that 
schemes  may  be  made  by  which  financial 
injury  to  Middlesex  may  be  mitigated  or 
altogether  removed.  I  am  informed  that 
courts  of  law  have  held  that  when  rate- 
able value  is  thus  transferred  from  one 
county  to  another  it  is  within  the  pro- 
vince of  those  who  make  schemes  for 
carrying  out  the  necessary  adjustments 
to  adjust,  among  other  things,  such  altera- 
tions of  the  financial  burden  as  may  pre- 
vent the  loss  inflicted  upon  the  county 
from  being  so  onerous  as  it  otherwise  must 
be.  The  right  hon.  Member  for  Wolver- 
hampton, who  knows  more  about  these 
questions  than  I  can  pretend  to,  tells  me 
that  not  only  is  it  done,  but  that  as  a 
matter  of  fact  it  is  always  done.  I  under- 
stand it  has  been  laid  down  by  a  learned 
judge  that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  or  the  authority  con- 
cerned, to  see  that  such  redress  should 
be  made.  I  hope,  therefore,  my  hon. 
friend  will  recognise  the  absolute  neces- 
sity of  carrying  out  this  reform  of 
boundaries.  We  feel  that  the  injury 
to  Middlesex,  although  it  cannot  be 
removed  altogether,  is  really  not  so 
severe  or  so  pressing  as  might  be  sup- 
posed. 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE 
(Wilts,   Cricklade)  ventured    to    intrude 


in  the  discussion  because  in    1889    tbf 
matter,  up  to  a  certain  point,  came  before 
the  Royal  Commission  of  which  he    wau> 
a  member.     If  they  would  look  at  a  mao 
of  the  metropolis  the  Committee    w^oiil*: 
see  in  a  moment  that  what  the  First  Lonl 
had  said  was  really  unanswerable.      Ther 
could  not  leave  islands  of  Middlesex    \i. 
the  middle  of  the  metropolis.    AVas  there 
anything  unusual  in  the  proposal    which 
the  Government  were    making  %       The 
Government  were  only  acting  in    strict 
harmony  with  previous  legislation.     With 
regard  to  the  financial  objections,  AiiddJe- 
sex  would,   according  to  the   principle* 
laid  down,   be  entitled  to  all  the    rate> 
or  liabilities  they  stood  to  lose. 

Sir  F.  DIXON-HARTLAND  ask«l 
whether  the  rateable  value  for  which  com- 
pensation was  to  be  paid  referred  to  the 
present  rateable  value,  or  to  the  rateable 
value  which  might  accrue  in  the  future. 

♦Colonel  HUGHES  said  that  the  hon. 
Member  who  moved  the  Amendment  \\»f\ 
spoken  of  the  loss  that  would  be  incurred 
by  the  district,  because  when  it  became 
part  of  a  borough  they  would  have  to  pay 
School  Board  rates.  He  contended  that 
they  ought  to  pay  these  rates,  because 
they  had  the  benefit  of  the  London 
school  board  schools.  If  compensation 
were  to  be  paid  at  all,  it  ought  to  be  pai<l 
to  the  County  of  London  for  the  past  use 
of  these  schools. 

Mr.  STEPHENS  thought  that  his  hon. 
friend  was  quite  in  error.     It  was  stated 
that  Homsey  had  built  schools  to  accom- 
modate  children  of  this  island  district, 
but  these  schools  were  largely  used  by 
children  from    the   County  of   London. 
He  objected  to  this  question  being  dealt 
with  simply   on  a  financial  basis.    The 
only  reason  assigned  for  the  proposal  was 
that  the  district  did  not  look  quite  as  it 
should  upon  the  map.     The  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  had  said,  in  the  course  of 
the  Debate,  that  he  was  very  much  averse 
to  dividing  parishes.     Well,  South  Hom- 
sey was  a  little  planet  by  itself ;  it  was 
a  distinct  local  entity.     It  had  an  urban 
council,    a  population    of   10,000,  and  a 
rateable  value  of  more  than  X50,000.    It 
had  a  fever  hospital  of  its  own,  and  had 
put  in  operation  many    adoptive  Acts. 
Moreover,  the  inhabitants  were  passion- 
ately attached  to  their  own  system  of 
local    self-government.     In    1894  a  poll 
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was  taken,  when  1,667  voted  against 
amalgamation,  and  33  for  it.  Another 
poll  was  taken  recently,  when  only  30 
voted  for  amalgamation.  Surely  the 
wishes  of  the  inhabitants  expressed  in 
so  emphatic  a  fashion  as  that  ought  to  be 
respected.  It  was  most  completely 
equipped,  most  successfully  managed,  the 
rates  were  lower  than  its  neighbours',  and 
it  had  very  little  local  debt.  He  would 
make  a  practical  suggestion  —  to  omit 
Sub-section  2  altogether,  and  allow  the 
whole  parish  to  come  under  the  operation 
of  Sub-section  3.  By  that  means  the 
whole  case  would  be  presented  to  the 
Privy  Council,  and  dealt  with  after  full 
inquiry  and  consideration,  and  the  diffi- 
culties and  inconveniences  of  an  arbitrary 
decision  would  be  avoided.  The  Privy 
Council  Commissioners  were  sure  to 
guide  themselves  by  the  expressed  feel- 
ings of  the  inhabitants. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  said  it  was 
an  admitted  anomaly  that  a  little  portion 
of  Middlesex  should  be  left  in  the  centre 
of  the  County  of  London.  It  led  to  great 
inconvenience,  and  it  ought  to  be  dealt 
with  in  a  Bill  of  this  sort.  Hon.  Gentle- 
men had  made  one  point  as  to  compensa- 
tion, but  that  would  be  met  in  a  fair  and 
just  way.  The  hon.  Member  who  last 
spoke  said  that  the  matter  had  been 
placed  before  the  ratepayers,  who  had 
voted  against  amalgamation  by  a  lar^e 
majority.  He  would  like  to  know  tne 
form  in  which  the  vote  was  taken,  for  in 
those  boundary  questions  they  could  get 
a  vote  in  any  way,  according  to  the 
manner  in  which  the  question  was  drafted. 
He  did  not  think  the  votes  of  1,600 
people  ought  to  stand  in  the  way  of  a 
reform  which  should  have  taken  place 
many  years  ago. 

Mr.  BIGWOOD  said  the  question 
of  police  had  been  introduced  into  the 
Debate.  Now  Middlesex  had  not  a  single 
policeman  of  its  own  ;  it  was  policed  en- 
tirely by  the  Metropolitan  Police.  Every 
hamlet  in  Middlesex — where,  by  the  way, 
a  policeman  was  seldom  seen — had  to  pay 
5d.  in  the  pound  for  the  support  of  the 
Metropolitan  Police, 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Mr.  lough  said  there  was  a  little 
peninsula  of  Middlesex  which  stretched 
do^vn  into  the  County  of  London,  which 


created  quite  as  great  an  anomaly  as  the 
island  about  which  they  had  been  speak- 
ing. Clissold  Park,  which  was  very 
thickly  populated,  was  partly  in  the 
County  of  London  and  partly  in  Mid- 
dlesex, and  so  was  Finsbury  Park.  The 
great  thoroughfare  of  Seven  Sisters  Road 
ran  for  a  considerable  distance  through 
the  County  of  London,  then  through  this 
Middlesex  peninsula,  and  then  into  the 
County  of  London  again.  Then  the  works 
of  the  New  River  Company  were  partly 
in  the  County  of  London  and  partly  in 
Middlesex.  If  the  Amendment  he  now 
proposed  were  adopted  by  the  Gt)vem- 
ment,  a  very  necessary  rectification  of  the 
boundaries  of  the  County  of  London 
would  be  made. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  10,  line  23,  after  *  surrounds,'  to 
insert  *  wholly  or  for  tlie  greater  part '  ;  and 
in  the  same  line  to  leave  out  *  detached.'  " — 
(Mr.  Lough.) 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  thought  that 
the  Amendment  would  carry  the  policy 
of  the  Bill  too  far.  Objection  had 
been  raised  by  his  hon.  friends  to 
the  absorption  of  a  district  wholly  sur- 
rounded by  the  County  of  London,  but 
they  would  still  more  object  to  absorption 
of  a  part  not  so  surrounded.  He  could 
not  consent  to  extend  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill  in  the  direction  pointed  at  by  the 
Amendment. 

Mr.  STUART  said,  on  the  whole,  the 
point  raised  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  could 
be  made  on  the  next  sub-section,  which 
provided  that  inquiry  should  precede 
absorption,  whereas  if  the  Amendment 
were  made  on  this  sub-section  the  ab- 
sorption would  be  compulsory. 

Mr.  lough  said  there  was  as  much 
to  be  said  for  the  principle  of  this  Amend- 
ment as  for  the  last ;  but  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  could  consider  the  matter 
on  the  next  sub-section,  he  was  willing 
to  withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE 
said  there  was  nothing  to  prevent  the 
administrative  County  ojf  London  making 
proposals  for  the  alteration  of  boun- 
danes. 

Ameudment,  by  leave,  withdraw^, 
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Mr.  STUART  said  that  the  purpjsj 
of  his  next  Amendment  was  to  leave  out 
the  portion  of  Sub-section  3  which  re- 
quired that  the  detached  portion  of  a 
parish  to  be  annexed  to  the  County  of 
London  must  necessarily  comprise  the 
larger  portion  of  the  population.  The 
effect  of  the  iVmendment  would  be  to 
leave  the  whole  subject  to  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Commissioners.  There  was  no 
doubt  that  in  that  particular  part  of  Lon- 
don where  Hornsey  met  Stoke  Newington 
there  were  bad  boundary  lines,  and  he 
thought  it  would  be  a  great  improvement 
to  take  in  that  peninsular  portion  after 
full  inquiry  into  the  circumstances  of  the 
case. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  10,  line  28,  to  leave  out  from 
*  London,'  to  *  the  whole,'  in  line  30. — [Mr. 
Stuart. ) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
clause." 

Mr.  BOUSFIELD  said  he  had  also  an 
Amendment  of  the  sub-section,  by  which 
annexation  of  a  detached  part  would  not 
be  contingent  on  any  probable  estimate  of 
the  population. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said  he  did  not 
think  it  would  be  fair  to  make  the  altera- 
tions in  the  Bill  which  had  been  sug- 
gested. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

♦Sir  F.  DIXON-HARTLAND  said  he 
had  not  yet  received  any  answer  to  his 
question  as  to  whether  compensation  was 
to  be  paid  on  present  or  prospective  value. 

Sir  R.  B.  FINLAY  said  he  could  not 
answer  offhand,  but  the  matter  would 
have  full  consideration. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  18  : — 

Amendment  proposed  in  page  11,  line 
10,  at  end — 

Add  "  (3)  Nothing  in  this  Act  shall  prevent 
the  council  of  any  borough  from  continuing  to 
make  any  contribution  for  the  purpose  of 
technical  education  hitherto  made  l)y  any  local  ; 
authority.  (4)  Nor  from  exercising  iU  exist- 
ing powers  to  carry  on  a  market?' — (Colonel 
ffughes,) 


Question  proposed- 


"  That  thoBe  words  be  there  inserted." 


Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER  said  he 
had  no  objection  to  the  Amendment ;  but, 
as  its  object  was  simply  to  protect  the 
rights  of  Woolwich,  he  would  prefer  to 
insert,  after  "  borough,"  the  words  "  con- 
sisting of  or  comprising  Woolwich." 

♦Colonel  HUGHES  assented  to  this 
suggestion ;  and  the  proposed  sul>sections, 
as  amended,  were  read  a  second  time,  and 
agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 


Clause  19  agrised  to. 

Clause  20:— 

Mr.  THORNTON  (Clapham)  said  he 
was  informed  that  vestries  had  hitherto 
had  the  guardianship  of  the  mortuaries 
in  and  around  London,  and  there  was 
some  anxiety  as  to  what  was  to  be  their 
position  in  the  futiure.  The  Bill  did  not 
provide  for  the  control  of  these  buildings, 
and  he  should  like  to  know  what  were 
the  intentions  of  the  Government  with 
regard  to  them. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"In  page  11,  line  37,  after  'hall,'  to  insert 
'  or  mortuary.*  " — (Mr.  Thornton.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Sir  R.  B.  FINLAY  said  he  would  si^- 
gest  to  his  hon.  friend  that  he  shouki 
adopt  more  general  words.  It  woidd  be 
better  to  leave  out,  in  line  39,  the  words 
"  vestry  or  town  hall,"  and  insert  "  build- 
ings which  belong  to  any  body  whose 
powers  and  duties  are  transferred  to  any 
Dorough  council  by  or  under  this  Act." 
And  then  it  would  also  be  necessary  sub- 
sequently to  take  out  the  words  "  of  the 
borough  in  which  the  hall  is  situated." 

Mr.  THORNTON  said  that  under  the 
circumstances  he  begged  to  withdraw  his 
Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Other  Amendments  made. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  pointed  out  that 
Sub-section  3  proWded  that  certain  duties 
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now  performed  by  the  churchwardens  in  | 
a  borough  should  in  future  be  performed 
by  or  under  the  direction  of  the  town 
clerk,  and  he  proposed  to  substitute  for 
the  town  clerk  the  borough  council.  He 
did  not  see  why  those  powers  should  be 
conferred  on  an  otficer  of  the  borough 
council.  It  seemed  to  him  that  they 
ought  rather  to  be  vested  in  the  body  as 
a  whole.  Attention  had  been  drawn  to 
the  matter  by  various  vestries,  who  were 
pretty  unanimously  of  the  opinion  that 
the  power  should  not  be  entrusted  to  the 
town  clerk,  but  should  be  conferred  on 
the  l)orough  council.  He  was  glad  to  see 
that  several  hon.  Members  had  put  down 
Amendments  in  identical  terms  to  his. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  12,  line  5,  to  leave  out  *  town  clerk,' 
an«l  insert  *  borough  council.'  " — {Mr.  Pickers- 
gill.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
'  town  clerk    stand  part  of  the  clause." 

Sir  R.  B.  FINLAY  said  the  attention 
of  the  Government  had  been  drawn  to  the 
point.  It  was  one  which  he  thought  re- 
quired consideration,  but  he  believed  it 
could  be  better  dealt  ^vith  elsewhere.  He 
would  be  glad  if  the  hon.  Member  would 
not  press  the  Amendment  at  that  stage. 

Mr.  STUART  said  he  could  not  see 
why  the  question  should  be  left  over,  un- 
less, indeed,  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man wished  to  consider  it  in  connection 
with  the  question  of  overseers.  It  did 
seem  to  him  most  extraordinary  that  these 
duties  of  churchwardens  should  be  handed 
over  to  the  town  clerk,  and  not  to  the 
borough  council.  In  his  view  they  ought 
to  get  rid — in  all  civil  procediu^e — of  the 
antiquated  anomaly  of  the  churchwarden. 
Personally,  he  would  be  glad  to  see  a 
much  more  sweeping  Amendment  carried. 

Sir  R.  B.  FINLAY  said  ho  had  in- 
formed the  Committee  that  the  matter 
required  consideration,  with  a  view  to  the 
introduction  of  proper  words.  In  the 
meantime,  however,  he  was  prepared  to 
accept  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mr.  CAUSTON  said  he  wished  to  point 
out  that  there  was  no  provision  in  the 
Bill  for  appointing  the  tnistees  of  parochial 


charities,  a  duty  which  was  now  performed 
by  the  vestries.  He  thought  that  tho 
Amendment  upon  the  subject  which  stood 
in  his  name  would  commend  itself  to  the 
Committee,  and,  without  wasting  time  in 
discussing  it,  he  would  ask  the  opinion  of 
the  Government  upon  it. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  12,  line  5,  at  end,  to  add,  *  Where 
before  the  passing  of  this  Act  the  duty  of 
appointing  trustees  of  any  parochial  charity  or 
of  any  board  of  trusteeH  constituted  by  an 
order  of  the  Charity  Commissioners  has  de- 
volved upon  the  vestry  of  any  parish,  such 
duty  shall  be  transferr^i  to  tlie  council  of  the 
borough  in  which  the  parish  is  situate  :  Pro- 
vided that  in  the  future  election  or  appoint- 
ment of  such  trustees  only  those  memoers  of 
the  council  shall  l>e  entitled  to  vote  who  repre- 
sent the  parish  or  any  portion  thereof  to  which 
the  chanty  is  applicable,  and  wliere  a  parish 
has  been  divided  by  the  operation  ot  any 
scheme  made  under  tnis  Act,  such  scheme  shall 
make  provision  for  the  proportion  in  which  the 
trustees  shall  be  appointed  in  like  manner  by 
each  of  the  borough  councils  exercising  juris- 
diction over  portions  of  the  parish." —(if r. 
Caustwi. ) 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  will  agree  to 
this  Amendment. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Lord  HUGH  CECH,  (Greenwich) 
said  he  wished  to  raise  the  question 
whether  this  covered  the  case  of  ecclesias- 
tical charities.  It  might  be  that  there 
were  such  charities  affected  by  some  local 
or  general  Act  which  might  pass  under  tho 
control  of  the  boroueh  council,  and  he 
wished  to  make  the  Bill  clear  upon  the 
point. 

Amendment  proposed — 


i( 


In  page  12,  line  5,  at  end  to  add  'no 
ecclesiastical  charity  (as  defined  by  the  Jx>oal 
(Tovemment  Act,  18d4)  shall  l)e  affected  by 
anything  in  this  Act.'  " — (Lord  Hugh  CecU.) 

Question  proposeii,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  insertenl." 


Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER  said  he 
was  entirely  in  accord  with  his  noble 
friend.  He  did  not  think  the  Bill  did 
affect  such  charities,  but  ho  should  prefer 
that  the  words  go  in,  it  being  understood 
that,  if  he  thought  it  better  to  have  a 
definition  of  parochial  charities,  he  would 
incorporate  the  words  in  the  interpret-ation 
clause. 
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Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  21  :— 

Mr.  BURDETT-COUTTS  said  he  had 
to  move  an  Amendment  providing  that 
the  newly  constituted  area  of  Westminster 
should  be  called  the  "  City  of  Westmin- 
ster." He  earnestly  hoped  that  the 
Government  would  accept  his  Amend- 
ment, because  he  held  that  it  was  consis- 
tent with  the  desire  they  had  expressed 
to  respect  local  traditions.  He  would 
like  to  assure  hon.  Members  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  that  it  was  not  inten- 
ded by  the  Amendment  to  claim  ex- 
ceptional treatment  of  any  kind  for  the 
new  borough  of  Westminster.  They  did 
not  claim,  neither  did  they  pretend  to 
a  right  to  any  of  the  privileges  which  in 
London  attached  to  the  name  of  city. 
They  did  not  even  desire  a  new  title ;  the 
Amendment  simply  gave  recognition  to 
the  title  which  the  area  included  in  the 
borough  had  possessed  for  over  three  and 
a  half  centuries.  There  were  some  350 
Acts  of  Parliament  which  referred  to  the 
area  as  the  City  of  Westminster,  and  he 
thought  he  might  well  illustrate  the 
justice  of  their  claim  to  the  title  by 
quoting  the  fact  that  hon.  Members  them- 
selves were  summoned  to  Parliament, 
"to  meet  in  the  City  of  Westminster." 
They  only  wanted  to  retain  their  ancient 
title,  which  he  trusted  the  Government 
did  not  desire  to  destroy,  and  which,  if 
not  retained  for  the  purposes  of  the  new 
borough,  must  necessarily  disappear  alto- 

f  ether,  with  the  result  that  Members  of 
Parliament  would  in  future  be  summoned 
to  meet  in  a  place  which  really  did  not 
exist.  He  tinisted  it  was  not  asking  too 
much  of  the  Government  that  this  ancient 
and  interesting  title  should  be  retained 
for  the  borough  of  Westminster. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  12,  line  6,  after  *  sliall '  to  inf^ert 
*  direct  that  the  area  of  Westminster,  as  consti- 
tuted by  this  Act,  shall  be  called  the  City  of 
Westminster,  &c." — {Mr,  Burdett-Coutts,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  My  hon.  friend 
knows  that  I  heartily  sympathise  with 
the  views  he  takes  with  regard  to  what  is 
now  to  be  called  Greater  A\  estminster.     I 


have  no  doubt  the  area  is  worthy  of  it- 
long  traditions.      But    my    hon.    friei>l 
asks  me  to  single    out  the    borough  ^^, 
Westminster,   and  give  it  a    distimtiT- 
name,  different  from  that  given  to  all  tb- 
other  borough  councils   which   this   Fi!' 
proposes  to  establish.     It  appears  to  r.i- 
that  that  is  asking  me  to  take  a  c<»nr^» 
which  would  be  greatly  resented  by  ih- 
other   boroughs.     I   have  no  doubt  th^: 
the  term  " city " would  be  habitually  ar.-. 
ordinarily  applied  to  Westminster  in  i  v 
future  as  in  the  past ;  but  that  we  shoul.i 
describe  it  in  an  Act  of  Parliament   bv  a 
name  different  to  that  which  we  deliberatrlj 
apply  to   the  other  municipalities  call*-, 
into  existence  at  the  same  time,  bv  th^ 
same  Act,  under  the  same  provisions,  ar^l 
subject  to  the  same  conditions,  would  U 
an  anomaly  which,  I  think,  would  be  \\^\ 
unnaturally    resented  by  other    distrir:^ 
which  are  as  large  in  point  of  populati<»r, 
as   Westminster,  although  doubtless  nc»i 
so   rich   in  historical   associations.      Th*- 
Government   do    not   see    their    way   t-- 
accept  the  suggestion  of  my  hon.  frientL 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

[  Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER  suggest*.! 
I  that  it  was  desirable,  so  as  to  provide  for 
I  the  first  meeting  of  the  borough  council. 

to  make  another  Amendment,  w^hich  he 

accordingly  proposed. 

Amendment  proposed — 

•*  In  page  12,  line  12,  after  *  duty  '   to  insert 
*  and  give  such  directions  a8  to  the  first  meet- 
ing of  the  borough  councils.'"— (*Tfr.  Attomitt 
General. ) 

Question,  "  That  those  words  be  then* 
inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  12,  line  16,  to  insert  *  The  Onler 
in  Councilunder  this  Act,  shall  provide  for  the 
revised  list  of  voters  in  the  administrative 
County  of  London,  outside  the  City  beinjr.  in 
the  yertl*  1900,  printed  and  signed  liefoi^ 
October  20,  and  coming  into  oi)eration  as  the 
register  for  the  purposes  of  the  borough  election 
on  November  1." — {Mr.  Attorney -Genera/). 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
l)e  there  inserted." 

♦Sir  CHARLES  DILKE  said  he  hopiH] 
that  the  Attorney -General  would  ^ve 
his  attention  to  the  case  of  registers  of 

'  parishes  which  were  divided  by  the  Bill, 

j  and  added  to  other  parishes. 
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Mr.  BOUSFIKLD  also  i)oiiited  out 
that  i  II  somi;  eas(\s  the  Parliameiitary  bo- 
rough might  not  he  cotemiinous  with  the 
borough    boundaries,   and  he   wished   to  . 

know  if  those  cases  were  sufficiently  pro- ;  Clause    11,   and    when   we    do   that  we 
vided  for. 


Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  think  the 
words  had  better  stand  part  of  the  clause 
at  present.  As  my  hon.  friend  observes, 
we  have  yet  to  deal  with  the  postponccl 


Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER  said  it  had 
been  pointed  out  it  was  not  quite  clear 
whether  proper  provision  had  been  made 
for  the  existing  membera  of  local  bodies 
remaining  in  office  until  the  new  bodies 
came  into  power.  He  thought  it  would 
be  well  to  insert  in  the  Bill  a  provision 
similar  to  Sub-section  8,  Section  79,  of  the 
Local  Government  Act,  1894. 

Amendment  proposed — 

**  To  insert :  *  On  the  day  on  which  the  first 
Ijorougli  councillors  elected  under  this  Act 
come  into  office,  the  persona  who  are  then 
members  of  elected  vestries  or  district  boards 
shall  cease  to  hold  office,  and  until  that  day 
the  jKjrsons  who  are,  at  the  passinj^  of  tliis  Act, 
members  of  elected  vastries  and  district  boards 
shaii  continue  in  office  as  if  the  term  of  office 
for  which  they  were  elect(Hl  expired  on  that 
day,  except  for  the  purpose  that  no  further 
election  shall  take  place.'  " — {Sir  JR.  Webster,) 


Question — 
**  That  those  words  be  there  inserted, 
put,  and  agreed  to. 


»} 


Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
Clause  22  amended,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  23  :— 

Mr.  COHEN  said  the  Amendment  to 
this  clause,  which  stood  in  his  name,  de- 
pended a  great  deal  upon  what  decision 
the  Government  came  to  in  regard  to 
Clause  11.     He  would  formally  move  it. 

Aniendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  12,  line  41,  to  leave  out  the  words 
from  the  word  *  council,'  to  the  second  word 
'the,'  in  pjige  13,  line  1.'"— (3/r.  Cohen.) 

Question  proposed — 

"  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out 
^tand  iwirt  of  the  clause. 


shall  be  able  to  see  whether  or  not  any 
modification  is  required  in  this  clause.  It 
is  necessarily  a  question  of  drafting,  and 
we  have  first  to  decide  the  question  of 
policy. 

Mr.  STUART  suggested  that  the 
same  course  should  bo  adopted  with  re- 
spect to  this  clause  as  was  taken  on 
Clause  11.  Its  consideration  had  far 
better  be  postponed  until  after  Clause  1 1 
was  disposed  of,  as  otherwise  they  would 
have  great  difficulty  in  reconstructing  the 
Amendments  to  it.  In  fact,  it  would  lead 
to  a  waste  of  time. 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  do  not  think 
it  is  necessary  to  postpone  the  considera- 
tion of  the  clause  altogether. 

Captain  NORTON  pointed  out  that 
the  whole  clause  was  bound  up  with  the 
question  of  overseers,  and  there  were  a 
great  many  Amendments  on  the  Paper 
which  certaiidy  could  not  be  decided 
luitil  Clause  11  had  been  disposed  of. 

Sir  R.  B.  FINLAY  said  he  hoped  the 
Committee  would  go  on  with  the  clause. 
If  the  hon.  Member  looked  at  it,  ho 
would  see  that  it  required  very  slight 
modification  indeed,  and  it  would  be  very 
inconvenient  to  postpone  it. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  agreed  that 
it  was  a  matter  of  convenience,  but  held 
that  there  was  a  great  deal  of  force  in 
what  had  fallen  from  his  hon.  friends,  for 
undoubtedly  the  clause  would  be  discussed 
with  greater  efficiency  and  rapidity  when 
they  knew  exactly  how  they  stood  in  re- 
gard to  Clause  11.  The  sooner  they 
decided  the  question  of  ovei-seers  the 
better. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided :  Ayes,  172 ; 
Noes,  94. — (Division  List  No.  152.) 


AYES, 


Anson,  Sir  William  Reynell 
Arcbdalo,  Edward  Mervyn 
Arnold -F'^rster,  Hujjh  0. 
/.  I o't,  Robert 
Atl^UiAUii,  Kt.  Hon.  John  i 

VOL  LXXI.  [Fourth  Skrow.] 


Ba^ot,  Capt.  Josoeline  FitzRoy 
Bailey,  James  (Walworth) 
Balcarres.  Lord 


Baulmry,  Frederick  George 
Bameft/Frederic  Gorell 
Bartley.  George  C.  T. 


Balfour.  Rt.  Hn.A.J.iManch'r  ^  Bewjb,Rt.Hn.SirM.H.( Bristol 
Bal|our,RtHQGmldW.iL^i  |  Begg,  Foirdinand  Faithful) 
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Bigwood,  James 
Blakiston- Houston,  John 
Bousfield,  William  Robert 
Bowl&s,  T.  Gibson  (L\Tin  Regis 
Brodrick,  Rt.  Hon.  St.  John 
Bullard,  Sir  Harry 
Burdett-Coutts,  W. 
Butcher,  John  George 
Cecil,  Lord  Hugh  (Greenwich) 
Chaloncr,  Captain  R.  (i.  W. 
Chamberlain,  Rt.  Hon  J .  ( Birm. 
Chaplin,  Rt.  Hon.  Henry 
Charrington,  Spencer 
Clark,  Dr.  CJ.  B.  (Caithna<»s-sh. 
Cochrane,  Hon.  Thos.  H.  A.  E. 
Coghill,  Douglas  Harry 
Coliings,  Rt.  Hon.  Jesse 
Compton,  Lord  AlM'yne 
Courtney , Rt.  Hon. Leonard  H. 
Cranbome,  Viscount 
Cripps,  Charles  Alfred 
Cross,  Alexander  {Gla.«^gow) 
Cross, Herb.  Shepherd  (liolton) 
Curzon,  Viscount 
Dalbiac,  Colonel  Philip  Hugh 
Dalkeitli,  Karl  of 
Dalrymple,  Sir  Charles 
Davie8,SirHoratiol)((/hatliam 
Dickson-Poynder,  Sir  John  P. 
Dixon- HartlaudSirFredDixon 
Doughty,  George 
Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Doxford,  William  Theodore 
Fardell,  Sir  T.  (George 
Fellowes,  Hon.  Ailwyn  Edw. 
Field,  Admiral  (Eastbourne) 
Finlay,  Sir  Robert  Bannatyne 
Firbank,  Joseph  Thomas 
Fisher,  William  Hayes 
FitzGerald,  SirRobt.  Penrose- 
PMtz  Wygram,  General  Sir  F. 
Flannery,  Sir  Fortescue 
Forster,  Henry  William 
Foster,  Colonel  (Lancaster) 
Gaifit,  William 
Giblx)ns,  J.  I-iloyd 
Giles,  Charles  Tyrrell 
Gilliat,  John  Saunders 
Godson,  Sir  Augustus  Fredk. 
Gordon,  Hon  Jolin  Edward 
Gorst,  Rt.  Hn.  Sir  John  Eldon 
GoschenRtHnG.  J  (St.  George's 
Hall,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Charles 
Hamilton,Rt.  Hn.  Lord  George 


Allan,  William  (Gateshead) 

Austin,  Sir  Joiin  (Yorkshire) 

Baker,  Sir  John 

Be;iumont,  Wcntworth  C.  B. 

Billson,  Alfred 

Broadhurst,  Henry 

Burns,  John 

Burt,  Thomas 

Buxton,  Si«lney  Charles 

CaKlwt'll,  James 

Cameron,  Sir  Charles  (Glasgow 

Campbell-Bannerman,  Sir  H. 

Carmichael,  Sir  T.  I),  (jrilxson- 

Causton,  Richard  Knight 

Cawley,  Frederick 

Cluinning.  Francis  AUston 

Curran,  Thonms  ]>.  (Donegal) 

Curran,  ThomAij  (Sligo,  S.) 


{COMMONS} 

Hanburj',  Rt.  Hn  Robert  Wm. 
Hanson,  Sir  Reginald 
Hemion-Hodge,  Robt.  Trotter 
Hoare,Edw.  Brodie(Hampste'd 
Hoare.  Samuel  (Norwich) 
Holland,Hon.  Lionel  R.  (Bow) 
Houston,  R.  P. 
Howell,  William  Tudor 
Hughes,  Colonel  E<lwin 
Hutchinson,  Capt.Ci.  W.Grice- 
Jetfreys,  Arthur  Frederick 
Jenkins,  Sir  John  Jones 
Je.ssel,  Capt.  Herbert  Merton 
Kimber,  Henry 
Lawrence,SirfiDuniiug-(Corn 
Lawrence,  W^m.  Y.  (Liverpool) 
Lawson,  John  (irant  (Vorks.) 
Lea,  Sir  Thomas  (Tiondonderry 
Lees,  Sir  Elliott  (Birkenhead) 
Leigh-Bennett,  Henry  Currie 
LlewelynSirDillwyn- (Swans. 
Lock  wood,  Lt.-Col.  A.  R. 
Lo<ler,  (ierald  Walter  Erskine 
Long,  Col.  Charles  W(Eve.^ham 
Loifg,Rt.  HnWalter  (Liverix)ol 
Lopes,  Henry  Yarde  Duller 
Lowe,  Francis  William 
Lovd,  Archie  Kirkman 
Lyttelton,  Hon.  Alfred 
Afacartney,  W.  G.  Ellison 
Macdona,  John  Cumming 
Maclure,  Sir  John  William 
M'Arthur,  Charles  (Liverpool 
M*IverSirLewie(EdinburghW 
M*Killop,  James 
Malcolm,  Ian 

Manners,  Lord  Ed  ward  Wm.  J. 
Maple,  Sir  John  Blundell 
Meysey-Thomson,  Sir  H.  M. 
Middlemore,  John  T. 
Monckton,  Edward  Philip 
Monk,  Charles  James 
Moon,  Eklward  Robert  Pacy 
Moore,  William  (Antrim,  N.) 
More,  Robt.  Jasj)er(Shropshire 
Morgan,  Hn. Fred(Monm  thsh. 
Morrell,  George  Herl)ert 
Morrison,  Walter 
Morton,  Arthur  II.  A.  (Dept  ford 
Mount,  William  George 
Muntz,  Philip  A. 
Murray,  RtHnAGraham  (Bute 
Murray,  Col.  Wyndham  (ISath 
Nicol,  Donal  Ninian 

NOES. 

Daly,  James 

Davias,  M. Vaughan  (Cardigan 

Davitt,  Michael 

Dillon,  John 

Doogan,  P.  C. 

Dunn,  Sir  William 

Evans,  Samuel  T.  (Glamorgan 

Fenwirk,  Charles 

Ferguson,  R.  C.  Munro(Leith) 

Fitziiiaurice,  TiOrd  E<lmond 

Ciladstone,  Rt  1 1  n  H  erbert  John 

Goihlard,  Daniel  Ford 

Grimth,  Lllis  J. 

Gunlon,Sir  William  Brami»t6n 

Huldane,  Richard  Burdon 

Hayne,  Rt.  Hn.  Charles  Seal e- 

Hedderwick,  Thomas  Chas.  H. 

Hemphill,  Rt.  Hn.  Charleu  H. 


Government  Bill. 


788 


Pender,  Sir  James 
Penn,  John 
Percy,  Earl 

Phillpotts,  Captain  Arthur 
Piatt- Hi^ns,  Frederick 
Powell,  Sir  Francis  Sharpe 
Pretyman,  Ernest  George 
Punis,  Robert 
Rankin,  Sir  James 
Rasch,  Alajor  Frederick  Carne 
Richardson,  Sir  T.  (Hartlepool 
Ritchie,  Rt,  Hn.  Cliasv.  Thomson 
Round,  James 
Ru.ssell.  T.  W.  (Tyrone) 
Rutherford,  John 
Samuel,  Harry  S.  (I^imehoase) 
Sasjsoon,  Sir  Edw^ard  Albert 
Shai-pe,  William  Edward  T. 
Sidebotham,  J.  W.  (Cheshire) 
Si<lelx)ttom,William(Derb3rsh. 
Sinclair,  Louis  (Romford) 
Smith,  Hon.  W.  V.  D.  (Strand) 
Spencer,  Ernest 
Stanley,  Lord  (Lanca^shire) 
Stewart,SirMark  J.  M'Taggart 
Stone,  Sir  Benjamin 
Strauss,  Arthur 
Sturt,  Hon.  Humphry  Napier 
Talbot,  Lor.l  E.  (Chichester) 
Talbot,Rt.Hn.J.G.  (Ox.  Univ. 
Thorburn,  Walter 
Thornton,  Percy  M. 
Tomlins4»n,  Wm.  Rlw.Murrav 
Tritton,  Charles  Ernest 
Valentia,  Viscount 
Warr,  Augustus  Frederick 
Webster,  R.  Ci.  (St.  Pancras) 
Webster,  SirR.  E.  ( Isle  oAV  ight 
Wentworth,  Brace  C.  Vemon- 
Whiteley,  George  (Stockport) 
Whiteley,H.(A8hton-under-L. 
Whitmore,  Charles  Algernon 
Williams,  Josei>hPowell-(Burm 
Wilson-Todd,  Wm.H.(York8,) 
Wodehouse,  Rt.Hn.E.li,(Bath 
Wyndham,  Cieorge 
Wyndham-Quin,  Major  W.  H. 
Young,  Commander  (Berks,  E. 
Younger,  William 

Tellers  for  the  Ayes— 
Sir  William  Walrond  and 
Mr.  Anstruther. 


Hogan,  James  Francis 
Horniman,  F'rederick  John 
Hutton,  Alfred  E.  (Morley) 
Jones,  William  (Caroarvonsh. 
Kearley,  Hudson  E. 
Lambert,  (Jeorge 

LawsonSirWilfred(Cumb'land 
Len^  Sir  .lohn 
Lewis  John  Herbert 
Lough,  Thomas 
Lowlcs,  John 
Mac>al ee.se,  Daniel 
M'Arthur,  William  (Cornwall 
M'Laren,  Charles  Benjamin 
MLeo  I,  John 

Meudl,  Sigismund  Ferdinand 
Montagu,  Sir  S.  ( Whitechapel) 
Morley,  Charles  (Breoonshire) 
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Morton, Ed w.  J. C.  (Devonjiort) 
Norton,  Capt.  (^ecil  WUliain 
NuHHey,  Tliomas  Willans 
O'Brien,  Jameft  F.  X.  (Cork) 
<)*(^onnor,  Arthur  (Donegal) 
( )'( *onnor,  Jame«  (Wicklow,W. 
Oldroyd,  Mark 
1\iuiton,  James  McIIor 
I'eaAe,  Alfred  £.  (Cleveland) 
Pciwe,  Joseph  A.  (Northumb. 
Philippe,  John  Wynford 
Pickerngill,  Edward  Hare 
Power,  Patrick  Joseph 
I^rice,  Robert  John 
Held,  Sir  Koliert  Threshie 

Amendment  proposed — 

**  In  page  13,  iline  7,  after  the  word  '  officer,' 
to  insert  the  words  '  whose  office  they  may 
deem  unnecessary  ;  but  any  officer  required  to 
perform  duties  such  as  are  not  the  same  or 
analogous,  or  which  are  in  addition  to  those 
which  he  is  at  nresent  required  to  perform, 
may  relin<|uish  nis  office,  and  any  officer  so 
relinnuishinK  his  office,  or  whose  office  is  abo- 
lisheti,  shall  ue  entitled  to  compensation  under 
this  Act:'— (Colonel  Hughes.  J 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  a.' J.  BALFOUR:  I  have  great 
sympathy  with  my  hon.  friend's  Amend- 
ment, but  it  appears  to  me  that  the 
wording  goes  rather  too  far.  I  should 
suggest  that  before  the  word  *' analo- 
gous," the  words  "  the  same  or  "  be  left 
out,  and  instead  of  saying  "  which  are  in 
addition  to "  if  the  hon.  Member  would 
consent  to  insert  "  which  are  an  unreason- 
able addition  to,"  I  will  accept  his  Amend- 
ment in  that  modified  form. 

Mr,  SYDNEY  BUXTON  said  he 
looked  with  some  suspicion  on  this  clause, 
and  if  this  proposal  was  accepted  it  would 

five  rise  to  a  good  deal  of  difficulty.  He 
oped  the  Government  would  consider 
the  matter  and  see  whether  their  own 
sub-section  did  not  meet  the  difficulty. 

♦Colonel  HUGHES  pointed  out  that 
the  word  "  unreasonably     would  have  to  j 
be  decided  by  somebody,  but,  as  all  these  • 
questions   were    decided   by    the    Local  | 
Government  Board,  he  thought  the  alter- 1 
ation  was  not  unreasonable,  and  he  bc»gffi*d 
to  move  his  Amendment  in  the  amended 
form. 

Mr.    BAUTLEY   (Islington,   N.)  said  | 
they  should  be  very  careful  not  to  inflict  ' 
any  injustice  upon  .'iny   existing  officer.  . 
On  the  other  hand  this  Amendment  was 
very  wide,  and  he  thought  they  must  be 
curefuV  in  what  they  did  to  protect  the 


{16  May  1899} 

Rickctt,  J.  (*ompton 
Roberta,  John  Bryn  (Eifion) 
Roberts,  John  H.  (DenbighA.) 
Roheon,  William  Snowdon 
Shaw,  Thomas  (Hawick  B.) 
Sinclair,  Cupt.  John  (Forfarsh. 
Souttar,  RobtnHon 
Spicer,  Alliert 
Stanhope,  Hon.  Philip  J. 
Steadman,  William  Charles 
Sullivan,  Donal  (Westmeath) 
ThomaH,Alfred((ilamon2^n,  E) 
Thomas,  David  Alfr.  (Mertbyr 
Trevelyan,  Charles  Philips 
Wallace,  Ro1>ert  (Edinbut^gh) 


ChvernmnU  Bill, 


790 


Walton,  «In.  Lawson  (Leeds,  S. 
Wedderbum,  Sir  William 
Weir,  James  Gallowav 
Whittaker,  Thomas  Palmer 
Williams,  John  Carvell  (Notts. 
Wilson,  John  (Durham,  Mid) 
Wilson,  John  (Govan) 
W  ilsan,  J  OM.  H .  ( M  idd  le«broa;^li 
Woods,  Samuel. 
Yoxall,  James  Henry 

Tellers  for  the  Noes— 
Mr.  Cohen  and  Mr.  James 
Stuart. 


ratepayers  also.  He  thought  some  little 
modification  was  required  in  the  Amend- 
ment to  make  it  impossible  for  men  to  be 
fiven  pensions  when  they  might  fairly  be 
ept  at  work. 

Amendment  amended — 

**  By  leaving  ont,  in  line  3,  the  wordn  *  the 
same  or,'  and  by  leaving  out  the  wonl  *  in,'  and 
inserting  the  words  *  an  unreasonable,'  instead 
thereof.*^ 

Question  proposed — 

"  That  the  words  '  whoxe  office  they  may 
deem  unnecessary ;  but  any  officer  required  to 
perform  duties  such  as  are  not  analogous,  or 
which  are  an  unreasonable  addition  to  those 
which  he  is  at  present  required  to  perform, 
may  relinc^uish  his  office,  and  any  officer  so 
relmquishing  his  office,  or  whose  office  is 
abolished,  shall  be  entitled  to  compensation 
under  this  Act '  be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  hoped  the  Com- 
mittee would  not  accept  this  Amendment 
in  its  amended  form.  He  felt  sure  that 
the  words  went  too  far,  and  they  would 
inflict  a  very  great  financial  difficulty 
upon  the  new  councils.  He  could  not 
himself  see  why  such  an  alteration  should 
be  made. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  (Battersea)  hoped 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  would 
look  at  this  matter  with  the  object  of 
economising  in  local  affairs.  If  this  Bill 
was  going  to  perpetuate  the  emoluments 
and  dciul-hcjuls  of  the  present  parochial 
system,  he  tnisterl  thn  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  would  stick  to  the  simple  words 
of  the  Bill,  by  which  the  councils  might 
abolish  any  such  offices  without  giving 
those  officers  any  better  terms  than  they 
got  before.  This  was  a  Bill  for  simplify- 
ing lo<%il  government,  and  not  for  quarter- 
ing a  lot  of  useless  gentlemen  upon  the 
rati's.  He  hoped  these  ofUcers  would  not 
be  given  Jiny  more  advantageous  terms 
than  wore  given  to  them  under  the  Act 
of  1888. 
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Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  said  that 
in  Sub-section  2  the  Government  were 
preferring  the  Act  of  1894  to  the 
Act  of  1888,  although  the  latter 
Act  gave  these  officers  all  the 
requisite  compensation  and  protection 
which  they  ought  to  have.  He  did  not 
see  why  the  CTOvernment  should,  at  this 
point,  add  words  which  he  was  quite  sure 
would  lead  to  a  very  great  deal  of 
friction.  When  an  officer  was  put  to 
work  for  which  he  was  unfitted,  and  for 
which  he  was  not  engaged  originally,  he 
was  entitled  to  compensation.  If  this 
was  legislation  by  reference,  let  them 
stick  to  it,  and  not  add  words  which,  in 
his  opinion,  would  lead  to  a  great  deal  of 
expense  and  unnecessary  friction. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  do  not  quite 
follow  the  hon.  Gentleman  in  regard  to 
legislation  by  reference.  Surely  there  is 
nothing  in  what  we  have  done  which 
prevents  us  adding  to  or  modifying  our 
proposal  if  we  think  that  course  is  de- 
sirable. The  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
(the  hon.  Member  for  Battersea)  and  others 
who  have  spoken  seem  to  think  that  the 
terms  offered  in  this  Amendment,  as 
amended,  are  unreasonably  favourable  to 
the  officers.  No  doubt  the  Amendment 
is  very  favourable  to  the  officers,  but  what 
I  ask  is.  Is  it  unreasonably  favourable  ] 
It  is  most  important,  as  my  hon.  friend 
the  Member  for  Islington  pointed  out, 
that  this  Bill  should  come  into  operation 
under  conditions  which  will  make  it 
likely  to  succeed,  and  I  cannot  imagine 
any  condition  more  likely  to  make  it 
succeed  than  the  feeling  of  the  officers 
connected  with  the  existing  authorities 
that  their  interests  have  been  duly  con- 
sidered, and  that  no  unnecessary  hardship 
has  been  inflicted  upon  them  by  the 
transfer  of  powers  from  the  existing 
vestries  to  the  new  boroughs.  I  do  not 
think  that,  as  far  as  this  Amendment 
goes,  it  will  inflict  any  undue  burden 
upon  the  ratepayer ;  neither  do  I  think 
that  it  carries  favour  to  the  officials 
to  any  absurd  or  extravagant  extent. 
Let  lis  suppose  that  it  was  in  the  power 
of  the  new  boroughs  to  require  an  officer 
to  perform  other  work,  or  to  add  to  the 
duties  which  an  officer  had  hitherto  per- 
formed an  unreasonable  amount  of  jnew 
work  at  the  same  salary.  Every- 
body would  my  that  that  man  wa^  moat 
unfairly  treatdd^  and  the  uew  borough 
OQuncU,  iu  order  to  avoid  the  neoeiiity  of 


paying  compensation  to  that  officer,  might 
so  apply  the  torture  to  him  as  to  compel 
him  to  resign.  It)  may  be  said,  and  with 
perfect  justice,  that  the  new  boroughs  are 
very  unlikely  thus  to  misuse  their  power; 
but  if  that  be  so  this  clause  inflicts  no 
hardship  upon  them,  while  it  will  do 
something  to  ease  the  minds  of  those 
officers  who  are,  unfortunately,  perturbed 
by  the  passage  of  this  Bill.  One  cannot 
help  feeling  considerable  commiseration 
for  those  officers  who  will  be  affected, 
and  anything  that  dsin  alleviate  this  in- 
justice ought  to  be  done. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  said  the  right 
honourable  Gentleman  was  talking  as  if 
the  whole  of  the  officers  who  would  be 
transferred  and  dealt  with  under  this 
clause  were  officers  who  now  devoted  the 
whole  of  their  time  to  the  service  of  the 
ratepayers.  This  was  not  so,  because  a 
number  of  the  officers  who  would  be  trans- 
ferred were  in  many  cases  men  who  only 
gave  two  or  three  hours  per  day  to  the 
ratepayers'  business,  or  probably  two  or 
three  days  per  week.  It  did  seem  to  him 
that  the  interests  of  the  ratepayers  ou^ht 
to  be  safeguarded,  and  in  the  event  of  a 
transfer  taking  place,  those  persons  who 
devoted  only  a  portion  of  their  time  to 
the  public  service  should  not  be  treated  as 
if  they  had  devoted  the  whole  of  their 
time.  It  did  seem  to  him  unreasonably 
extravagant  that  any  larger  salary  for 
slightly  larger  duties  should  be  paid  to 
these  officials,  who  had  only  been  in  the 
habit  of  devoting  a  portion  of  their  time 
to  the  duties  of  their  office.  He  thought 
these  officers  were  safeguarded  in  the 
most  ample  form  in  the  Act  of  1888.  He 
therefore  asked  the  Government  to  stick 
to  the  terms  of  their  own  clause.  The 
right  honourable  Gentleman  could  rest 
iissured  that  the  word  "unreasonably" 
would  be  construed  by  a  number  of  clerks 
and  assistant  overseers  in  a  very  extrava- 
gant way,  and  he  saw  no  reason  why  any 
of  the  officials  transferred  under  this  Bill 
should  be  given  an  opportunity  of  ob- 
jecting to  do  the  same  or  analogous  duties. 
The  word  "  unreasonably  "  would  be  very 
extravagantly  interpreted,  and  he  ap- 
pealed to  the  right  honourable  Gentleman, 
in  the  interests  of  economy  and  efficiency, 
to  ren^ember  that  the  London  ratepayer 
had  a  right  to  consideration,  and  that 
these  officials  should  not  be  aJlowed  ez^ 
travagant  indulgences  «^t  the  coat  of  th« 
ratepayers.  ^ 
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Sir  R  B.  FINLAY  said  that  the  rate- 
payers were  diily  considered  in  this 
matter,  and  all  that  the  Government 
desired  to  do  was  to  see  that  justice  was 
done  all  round.  An  officer  mi^ht  say 
that  his  duties  were  luireasonablc,  but 
unless  the  borough  council  agreed  with 
him  the  matter  would  have  to  be  decided 
under  the  120th  Section  of  the  Act  of 
1888  by  the  Treasury,  and  he  thought 
that  those  who  had  had  any  experience  of 
the  Treasury  in  such  matters  would  agree 
with  him  that  they  were  not  a  body  who 
were  likely  to  allow  extravagant  compen- 
sation. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  disagreed  with 
what  the  right  honourable  Gentleman  had 
just  stated  regarding  the  Treasury, 
because  in  the  matter  of  emoluments, 
compensation  for  officials,  and  pensions, 
somehow  or  another  the  Treasury  had 
the  knack  of  condoning  with  the  perma- 
nent officials,  both  Imperial  and  local. 
He  had  no  faith  whatever  in  the  asser- 
tion that  the  Treasury  were  the  friends  of 
economy. 

The  president  of  the  BOARD  of 
TRADE  (Mr.  Ritchie,  Croydon) :  I  may 
say  as  one  who  had  something  to  do 
with  the  Act  of  1888,  that  I  can  assure 
the  honourable  Gentleman  opposite  that 
in  those  caaes  which  came  within  my 
knowledge,  when  an  appeal  was  made  to 
the  Treasury,  they  had  dealt  with  the 
matter  in  anything  but  what  I  have  con- 
sidered a  liberal  spirit. 

*SiR  T.  G.  FARDELL  (Paddington,  S.) 
did  not  think  that  it  was  at  all  fair  on  the 
part  of  the  honourable  Member  opposite 
to  make  such  charges  broadcast  against 
the  officers. 

Mr.  LOWLES  (Shoreditch,  Haggera- 
ton)  said  his  own  experience  led  him  to 
conclude  that  those  ratepayers  who 
treated  their  officers  well  were  best 
served  by  those  officials,  and  they  retained 
them  for  a  greater  number  of  yeara.  He 
had  seen  parishes  where  the  officers  had 
been  changecl  continually  because  of  the 
l)ad  treatment  they  received,  and  such 
officere  were  continually  on  the  look  out 
for  fresh  appointments,  with  the  result 
that  their  places  were  filled  by  men  who 
did  not  possess  the  same  local  experience 
as  those  who  had  served  the  parish  for  a 


long  period  of  time.  Under  this  Bill 
there  was  going  to  be  a  great  deal  of  con- 
centration, and  many  officials  would  bo 
thrown  out  of  employment.  Although 
the  ratepayers  ought  to  be  protected,  he 
thought  the  officers  concerned  alsodeserveci 
consideration.  Local  government  was  best 
served  by  officers  who  were  treated  well, 
and  the  ratepayers  would  lose  nothing 
by  this  suggestion  of  the  Government. 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE 
asked  whether  or  not,  in  the  opinion  of 
the  officials  of  the  Local  Grovernment 
Board,  there  had  or  had  not  been  any 
hardship  in  this  respect  in  past  times, 
because  that  would  naturally  weigh  with 
the  Committee. 

The  secretary  to  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (xMr.  T.  W. 
Russell,  Tyrone,  S.)  replied  that  all 
the  cases  under  the  Act  of  1888  had  now 
been  practically  worked  out,  and  none 
had  been  before  him  since  the  time  he 
had  accepted  office  under  the  Local 
Grovernment  Board. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  said  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasiury  had  told  them  that 
this  Amendment  was  necessary  in  chang- 
ing from  the  old  system  to  the  new. 
That  change,  however,  was  not  greater 
than  the  change  made  in  1888.  Some 
reference  had  been  made  to  the  question 
of  pensions  for  the  officers,  but  that 
question  applied  quite  as  much  in  1888 
as  it  did  now,  and  nothing  had  been  said 
to  show  that  any  injustice  had  arisen 
under  the  Act  of  1888.  The  noble  Lonl 
below  him  had  challenged  the  front  bench 
to  make  any  statement  or  give  any  illus- 
tration showing  any  hardship  or  injustice 
which  had  been  done  under  that  Act,  and 
there  had  been  no  response.  Therefore, 
they  were  entitled  to  ask  why  should  this 
change  be  made,  and  why  should  the 
officers  not  be  content  to  relv  upon  that 
Act,  which  had  worked  perfectly  well,  with 
justice  not  only  to  the  officere  but  also  to 
the  ratepayere.  He  could  not  imagine 
anything  more  likely  to  create  friction 
between  the  existing  officers  and  the  new 
bodies  than  to  introduce  this  vague  and 
unsatisfactory  word  ^Mmreasonable.'^  If 
they  wanted  to  make  mischief  between 
the  new  borough  councils  and  their 
officere  they  would  do  it  most  effectually 
by  introducing  this  word 
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Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  asked  the  Secre- ! 
tary  to  the  Local  Grovernment  Board  if  he  i 
understood  from    his  statement  that  no  ' 
hardship  had  been  inflicted  on  any  officer 
under  the  Act  of  1888  ? 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  said  that  all  the 
cases  under  the  Act  of  1888  had  been 
worked  out  in  the  specified  time,  and  no 
Ciiso  had  come  before  his  notice  since  he 
took  office. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  said  he  gathered 
from  that  statement  that  since  the 
honoiu*able  Member  had  been  at  the 
Local  Government  Board — and  he  had 
been  there  nearly  five  years — no  cases  of 
serious  hardship  had  occurred  owing  to 
the  operation  of  the  Act  of  1888.  That 
being  so  he  did  appeal  to  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  not  to  institute  a  new 
departure,  under  which  all  the  officials 
would  set  the  machinery  in  motion  for  a 
more  favourable  consideration  of  their 
pensions  by  the  addition  of  the  word  un- 
reasonable. The  Act  of  1888  set  them 
excellent  precedent  which  he  hoped 


an 


Archdale,  Edward  Mervyn 
Ascroft,  Robert 
Atkinson,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
liailey,  James  (Walworth) 
Balcarres,  Lord 
I^lfour,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  J.  (Manch'r 
Balfour,  Rt.  Hn.  G.  W.  (Leeds 
Barnes,  Frederic  Gorell 
Bartley,  George  C.  T. 
Beach,Rt  Hn.SirM.H  (Bristol) 
Blaki^ton- Houston,  John 
Bousfield,  William  Robert 
Brodrick,  Rt.  Hon.  St.  John 
Bullard,  Sir  Harry 
Burdctt-Coutcs,  W. 
Cecil,  Lord  Hugh 
Chaloner,  Captain  R.  G.  W. 
Chamberlain,Rt.Hn.J.(Birm.) 
Chaplin,  Rt.  Hon.  Henry 
Charrington,  Spencer 
Coghill,  Douglas  Harry 
Cohen,  I^njamin  Louis 
Collines,  Rt.  Hon.  Jesse 
Cook,  Fred.  Lucas  (Lambeth) 
Cross,  Alexander  (Glasgow) 
Cross,  Herb.  Shepherd  (lk)lton) 
Cumin,  Thomas  B.  (Donegal) 
Curzon,  Viscount 
Dalbiac,  Colonel  Philip  Hugh 
Dalkeith,  E*irl  of 
Davies,SirHorat'oD.(Chatham 
Denny,  Cohmrl 
Dickson -Poynder,  Sir  John  P. 
Dixon- Hartland,  Sir  F.  Dixon 
Doughty,  George 
Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
DoxH)rd,  William  Theodore 
Fardell,  Sir  T.  George 
Fellowes,  Hon.  Ail  wyn  Ed  ward 


the  right  honourable  Gentleman   would 
stick  to. 

Captain  NORTON  urged  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  to  stick  to  the  Bill 
as  it  was  framed,  because  he  was  per- 
fectly satisfied  that  if  this  word  unreason- 
able was  introduced  the  result  would  bo 
to  immediately  create  friction  between 
the  new  borough  councils  and  the  officers 
and  the  consequence  would  l>e  that  the 
officers  would  not  be  in  such  a  good 
position  as  they  were  at  the  present  time. 
If  they  relied  upon  what  other  officials  in 
similar  positions  had  been  allowed  then 
they  would  l)c  on  firm  ground,  but  if  they 
were  going  to  be  dealt  with  under  a 
strictly  new  set  of  rules  which  might  be 
interpreted  in  different  ways  by  different 
people,  he  was  satisfied  that  the  officers 
themselves  would  suffer.  Therefore,  in 
the  interests  of  the  officers  and  the  rate- 
payers he  hoped  the  Government  would 
not  accept  this  Amendment. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes,  1 39 ; 
Noes,  61.     (Division  List,  No.  153.) 
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Tellers   for    the   Ayes — 

Sir  William   Walroni  and 

Mr.  Anstruther. 


Robson,  William  Snowdon 
Shaw,  Thomas  (Hawick  B.) 
Sinclair,  Capt.  John  (Forfai'sh.) 
Soames,  Arthur  Wellealey 
Souttar,  Robinson 
Steadman,  William  Charles 
Stuait,  James  (Shoreditch) 
Sullivan,  Donal  (Westmeath) 
Thoma8,Alfre<l  (Glamorgan,E. 
Thomas,  DavidAlfd.  (Merthyr 
Trevelyan,  Charles  Philips 
Weir,  James  (lalloway 
Whittaker,  Thomas  l*almer 
Williams,  John  Carvell  (Notts. 
Wilson,  John  (Durham,  Mid) 
Woods,  Samuel 
Yoxall,  James  Henry 

Tellers  for  the  Noes — 
Mr.  John  Burns  and  Mr. 
Pickersgill. 


Sir  T.  G.  FARDELL  trusted  that  the 
Government  would  accept  the  Amendment 
standing  in  his  name,  which  was,  as  an 
Amendment  to  Colonel  Hughes'  proposed 
Amendment,  to  leave  out  all  after  "  but," 
and  insert — 

"  The  Borough  Councils*  may  distribute  the 
business  to  l>e  perfonned  by  the  existing 
officers  in  such  manner  as  the  Councils  mav 
think  just,  and  every  existing  oilicer  shall 
perform  such  duties  in  relation  to  that  business 
as  may  he  directed  by  the  Council." 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  asked  whether  the 
honourable  Gentleman  was  in  order  in 
going  })ack.  He  thought  the  matter  had 
been  disposed  of  by  the  I)i\ision. 

♦The  chairman  :  The  honourable 
Member  is  entitled  to  move  the  Amend- 
\mnt  SIS  an  addition  to  the  wonls  already 
i  use  I  ted. 

Amendment  proposed,  after  the  words 
last  inserted,  to  add  the  words — 

"  The  Borough  Councils  may  distribute  the 
business  to  l)e  |)erformed  by  the  existing 
ofti  -ers  in  such  manner  as  the  Councils  may 
think  ju.'it,  and  every  existing  officer  shall 
p?rfomi  s'.ioii  duties  ir.  •o'.ition  to  tint  business 
as  inay  i>o  duooted  ly  llie  Cuuncd." — (oir  T. 
G.  Fardell.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 


Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  am  not  quite 
sure  that  I  follow  the  object  my  honour- 
able friend  has  in  his  mind  by  moving  an 
Amendment  to  the  Amendment.  If  il 
was  to  be  brought  in  at  all  it  should  havo 
been  brought  in  before  the  decision  of  the 
Committee  was  taken  on  the  Amenchnent. 
I  cannot  imagine  what  power  these  words 
would  give  to  the  Borough  Councils. 
The  distribution  of  the  business  of  the 
council  is  its  primary  right,  and  it  will 
not  be  abused  by  the  coiuicils.  I  do  not 
see  that  anything  would  be  gained  by 
accepting  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  by  leave  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  13,  line  7, 
at  end  to  insert — 

"  Tf  anv  officer  Is  transferretl  by  or  under  this 
Act  to  the  service  of  a  Borougll  Council,  and 
within  five  years  from  the  date  of  transfer  is 
remove*!  from  his  office  for  any  cause  other 
than  misconduct  or  incapacity,  his  office  shall 
be  deemed  to  have  \yeen  abofished  within  the 
meaning  of  this  Act  and  of  the  enactments 
applied  by  this  Section."— (CWo/ie/  Hughes.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
b3  there  inserted." 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  a^ked  that  some 
argument  might  be  adduced  by  the 
honourable   Member    in  favour    of    the 
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Amendment,  as  it  appeared  to  him  that '  might  be  amalgamated,  and  one  man 
an  Amendment  of  this  character  required  might  do  the  work  which  six  had  hitherto 
some  evidence  on  its  behalf  before  a  performed  ;  but  that  would  mean  that  five 
decision  was  come  to  on  the  matter.  men  would  be  dispossessed,  and  they  wen? 

I  going  to  be  asked  to  compensate  them.  Ut^ 
^Colonel  HUGHES  explained  that  it  ^  objected  to  any  extravagant  compensati<.»ru 
was  in  the  interest  of  economical  and  and  characterised  it  as  a  robberv.  Hf 
efficient  administration,  and  to  safeguard  >  appealed  to  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea 
those  officials  who  might  be  placed  in  j  sury  not  to  yield  one  iota  to  the  pressure 
positions  which  they  might  not  be  able  I  which  was  being  brought  to  hear  upnji 
to  fill.  By  the  union  of  districts  into  a  Members  of  Parliament  by  municipal 
borough  there  would  be  consolidation  and  officers'  organisations  to  an  extent  'vrhich, 
sometimes  reduction  of  staff,  and  officials  '  he  said,  had  become  a  positive   scandal. 


would  have  a  claim  to  compensation  on  the 
abolition  of  their  offices,  but  an  officer  might 
ba  considered  eligible  for  other  duties,  and 
should  be  encouraged  to  attempt  to  un- 


the  attempt,  he  should  be  found  unsuited 
to  his  new  position,  his  claim  to  compen- 
sation for  loss  of  his  original  position  should 
not  be  prejudiced.  He  thought  if  some 
such  clause  was  not  put  into  the  Bill  that 
there  were  a  great  many  men  who  would 
retire  upon  the  abolition  of  their  present 
offices  instead  of  being  transferred,  which 
might  do  a  great  deal  of  harm  to  the  new 
Borough  Councils. 


Their  electoral  influence  was  considerably 
exaggerated,  and  in  so  far  as  it  was  useii 
to  press  improper  claims  the  House  of 
Commons  ought   to  resist   the   pressiuv. 


dertake  them.     If,  however,  having  made    He  sincerely  trusted  that  the  Amendment 


would  be  rejected,  as  it  was  one  of  such 
an  extravagant  character  that  no  perf^un 
could  possibly  support  it. 


Mr,  BURDETT  -  COUTTS  support^*! 
the  Amendment,  because  he  thought  that 
some  such  provision  as  suggested  shouM 
be  made  to  meet  the  entirely  new  statr 
of  things  which  would  be  brought  int4» 
existence  by  this  Bill.  He  reminded  the 
Mr.  W.  F.  D.  smith,  in  support  of  the  :  Committee  that  there  had  been  no  actiu- 
Amendment,  drew  attention  to  the  fact  legislation  to  meet  such  a  case  as  thi^ 
that  he  had  information  that  an  actual  which  would  necessitate  the  transfer  of  a 
case  occurred  under  the  Local  Government  i  T*^^!®  ^^^.  «^  PM^*<^  ^.®^**^«  , ^^  thought 
Act  of  1888,  where  a  gentleman  whose  *^*  *  »^"T  }.''^"?J*^®  ^^'^^  ^\^^  ^" 
office  was  abolished  accepted  a  new  post— I  ^*»®?«  ^^^  ^^  ^°®  Government  did  nu 
that  of  the  Treasurer  of  the  Middlesex :  n^*^«  «p™®  pro>Tsion  for  those  who  ha.i 
Council,  and  lost  his  position  within  e"*^''^  »"^  *  ^^^  ?"^^'.  *^^  Y^^«  *^** 
two  yeare  after  the  passing  of  the  Act,  !  ^P]?  »«\  perfonned  their  duti^  with 
and  was  awarded  no  compensation  what- '  credit  to  themselves,  and  who  wouhi  fin.l 
ever.  It  was  quite  possible  that  such  a  |  ^^?»^  hvelihood  taken  away  from  them  by 
case  might  occur  on  the  present  Bill  ^^»  legislation.  The  Amendment  wa.s 
becominl  law.  An  officer  might  be  found  :  dra^n  to  meet  that  contingency,  and  he 
unnecessary  under  the  new  condition  '  ^"^^^^^ '^  ^^^^^  ^  «^P^- 
of  things,  but  if  he  honestly  attempted  to  > 

perform  other  duties  which  he  was  in- 1  Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE  did 
capable  of,  he  thought  he  was  as  much  not  see  what  the  new  clause  was  to  ctftx't. 
entitled  to  compensation  as  if  he  retired  seeing  that  they  did  not  know  the  iiatun* 
on  the  abolition  of  his  original  office.  '  of  the  various  Acts  of  Reform  which  had 

been  passed.  Only  one  instance  had  l>een 
Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  thought  that  any  brought  to  their  attention  where  a  griev 
person  who  required  more  than  five  weeks  ance  existed,  and  that  was  in  the  case  of 
to  consider  his  position — let  alone  five  the  treasurer  of  the  Middlesex  County 
years — was  a  man  who  merited  instant  Council.  Under  the  old  arrangement 
dismissal.  The  honourable  Member  for  that  gentleman  was  a  highly  paid  official 
the  Strand  seemed  to  think  that  if  any-  but  he  was  not  a  man  who  had  a  right  t4) 
iKxiy  had  to  suffer  it  should  be  the  pubfic  '  look  for  a  pension.  There  was  no  griev 
as  tney  would  have  the  gain.  But  there  ance  in  that  case,  and  that  was  the  onlj 
must  be  no  such  extravagance.  What  one  they  had  heard  of.  If  there  wen* 
was  it  likely  to  lead  to  1  It  had  been  any  others  they  ought  to  be  brought  U- 
suggested  that  the  duties  of  six  parishes    fore  the  attention  of  the  Committee. 


Mr.  John  Bums.  k 
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Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  On  the  whole,  I 
I    confess  I  do  not  see  any  reason  why  ' 
this  particular  tenure  of  five  years  should 
be  given  to  the  officers  after  these  new 
borough   councils    come  into    operation.  ! 
As  I  understand,  this  proposal,  formulated  | 
by  my  honourable  friend,  is  imnecessary.  | 
As  the  Bill  stands,   any  officer  dismissed 
at   any   time  after  the  Act  comes  into 
force  through  the  amalgamation  of  duties 
resulting  from  the  Act,  would  be  clearly 
entitled  to  compensation.     Therefore  it  is 
clear  that  the  persons  it  is  contemplated 
to  deal  with   here  are   not  persons  who 
have  been  dismissed   on  account  of  the 
Act,  but  on  quite  other  grounds.     I  think 
those  persons  have  no  right  to  compensa- 
tion or  pension  by  the  vestries  if  this  Act 
conies  into  force.     These  officers  are  now 
serving  a  public  body  which  has  a  right 
to  dismiss  them.  If  they  are  so  dismissed, 
I  do  not  understand,   unless  there  is  a 
special  contract,  why  they  have  any  right 
to  such  compensation  as  is  now  the  sub- 
ject of  the  Amendment  before  the   Com- 
mittee.    If  by  the  change  from  a  vestry 
into  a  municipality  the  office  is  abolished, 
wo  provide  ample   compensation.     I  do 
not  quite  understand   why  officers  who 
have  agreed  to  serve  the  vestries  without 
this  right  of  compensation  should  obtain 
a  new   and   superior  tenure   from  these 
boroughs,  to  whom  their  duties  are  trans- 
ferred.    Under   the   circumstances   I  do 
not  feel  that  I  can  accept  the  Amendment. 
I  believe  that  this  Amendment  is  framed 
on   the    analogy     of     the     Irish     Local 
Government   Act  of  last  year,  but  that 
Act  is  not  analogous  to  London  Govern- 
ment.    I  do  not  think  any  injustice  will 
be  done. 

*Ck)LONEL  HUGHES  said  he  did  not 
see  how  the  position  of  these  officials  was 
to  be  secure<l  without  some  such  clause  as 
he  had  proposed  was  accepted.  What  he 
foresaw  was  that  if  they  accepted  office 
under  the  new  councils  and  afterwards 
they  were  dismissed,  they  would  be  with- 
out any  compensation  whatever.  If  the 
term  which  he  had  suggested  was  too 
long,  there  was  no  reason  why  it  should 
not  be  made  shorter;  but  it  was  mani- 
festly unfair  to  these  men,  if  they 
accepted  new  duties  under  the  borough 
councils,  and  were  subsequently  dis- 
missed, they  should  have  no  compensa- 
tion. It  was  only  fair  that  some  amount 
of  time  should  be  given  on  both  sides. 
Six  months  was   better  than  nothing  at 


all;  but  if  the  borough  councils  ap- 
pointed theso  men  to  new  offices  which 
they  were  unable  to  fulfil  they  ought  to  bo 
entitled  to  compensation  for  loss  of  their 
old  office. 

Mr.  STUART  pointed  out  that  in 
almost  every  case  the  borough  councils 
would  be  constituted  by  the  same  people 
who  formed  the  vestries,  and  their 
officials  would  be  the  same  as  those 
who  now  served  them.  He  thought  it 
ridiculous  to  give  them  this  five  years' 
tenure. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  protested  against 
the  insinuation  which  had  been  imported 
into  the  discussion.  The  County  Coiuicil 
employed  a  considerable  number  of 
officers  and  men,  and  the  honourable 
Gentleman  who  moved  the  Amendment 
;  knew  perfectly  well  that  such  a  case  as 
j  he  assumed  had  never  occurred.  He 
challenged  him  to  give  one  instance 
where,  an  election  having  taken  place  on 
November  9th,  any  man  was  sent 
j  suddenly  about  his  business  on  November 
10th  because  the  Council  wanted  to 
economise.  He  appealed  to  the  honour- 
able Member  not  to  press  the  Leader 
of  the  House  further  than  he  had  already 
done,  otherwise  formidable  difficulties 
might  arise  with  regard  to  this  Bill.  Ho 
thought  that  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  had  gone  as  far  as  he  could  in 
the  matter. 


Question  put  and  negati^  ed. 

♦Colonel  HUGHES  moved  to  insert  at 
end  of  Clause  23  the  following  words : — 

"All  service  by  an  officer  under  any 
anthor'tty  or  authorities  to  wlioiii  thix  Act 
applies  HDall  be  aggregated  and  reckoned  for 
tne  pnrpoHe$«  of  this  Act,  whether  the  service 
haH  oeen  continuous  or  not,  and  whetlier  his 
whole  time  has  been  devotetl  to  the  flerviee  or 
not." 

The  object  of  the  Amendment  was  to 
enable  a  municipal  officer  to  secure  a 
pension  on  the  total  number  of  his  years 
of  service  in  London,  irrespective  of  his 
having  changed  from  one  district  to 
another.  He  was  prepared  to  admit  that 
there  might  be  cases  which  would  not  be 
met  by  this  proposal,  but  it  wais  impossible 
to  make  a  law  to  meet  individual  cases. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  pa;re  13,  lire  7,  at  end,  to  in;iert 
*  all      ser\'ice     by     r.n    officer     under     any 
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Authority  or  aathoritien  to  vrhom  thin  Act  those  offices,  vhereas  had  he  been  a  Civil 
applies,  ah»ll  be  aggregate.!  and  reckoned  for    gervaiit     he    could     not    possibly    have 

whole  lime  has  been  devoted  to  the  eenioe  or  the  mteresta  of  the  ratepayers  of  London 
uot."— {Colonel  Hugha).  he  thaiiked  the  Attorney -General  for  the 

juBt,  sane  and  sensible  view  ho  took  of 
Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words   the  Amonelment. 
be  there  inserted." 

♦COLONKL  HUGHES  said  ho  was  pre- 
SiR  RICHARD   WEBSTER   said  the   pared  to  modify  his  Amendment  by  in- 
Qovernmeiit  could  not  accept  the  Amend-    serting  the  words  : 

ment,    which    seemed    to    be    a    rather       "Where  scrvit-e  haJ  continued  n-ithont  a 
dangorons  one,  as  it  covered  more  than  a    break  for  more  than  three  montliB." 
temporary  bi-eak  of  service.  ..      „,,,„..,.    .^      ,        ,       .,  , 

^       ^  Mr.  OLDROYD   (Dewsbury)   said  he 

Mr.  STUART  said  he  fully  endorsed   d'd   not  know   what   the  experience  in 
the  view  of  the  Attorney-General.  London  was  in  this  matter,  but  there  was  no 

doubt  that  if  the  Amendment  were  adop- 
.<       T^iii.T  TiitimTf        J    ■  J    ted  it  wouki  scriouaiy  affect  the  position 

Mr.  JOHN  burns   «.,d   ,t  «jomrf   ^  „„^„i    ,  „„horiti«.  throughSTt  tb. 
to  him  that  the   Attoniey^Gcnoral   had    ^  j,^^    Attorney  Genoml    h«l 

touched  the  .pot  of  th,s  particular  dangT.        i„,„J  „„,  ,  ,^J,         j    ;„   ,,„ 

lo  illiutration  of  thi.  he  mentioned  the  X^enilmeut,  hut  a  ioro  scriois  one  .till 
notonou.  ca«.  of  the  Clerk  of  W  c.t  ^^  ,,^j  ^^^^  ^^^^^  upon-viz.,  that 
Ikm    who     recently    held     U     office..  „„„„)„„  ,j„„,j  ,„'^,„|e  whether 

Within  the  a.t  month  they  h^  been  ,|,J  ,,,„,,  „[  t^„  ^^^  j^-  b„„  j„„^ 
reduced  to  14,  but  he  bchmcd  that  wa.  ^^  ,^^  ^^_.^..^  ^_.  ^^  ^  .^  „^^^^^  ^ 
.till  the  number  and  the.,  were  .ome  of  .oiidtor.  were  employed  a.  town  clerk, 
the  officer,  the  honourable  and  gallant  ^^j  ^^|^  ^j^^_.  ^^  ,^^  ^j,,,  ^^j 
Member  wanted  to  compenwte  !  Bu  j^^,  j,  j„  „„,  j„„j,  ^^^  whole  3 
the  honourable  and  gallant  Member  went  ,tji„i„,'„  ,» their  municipal  cngagemcnta 
further.  Suppo.ing  an  officer  left  the  ^1,^  ^  ;,  „.„  ,  gr„ra.lva,Sge  pel- 
whole  of  hi.  office,  for  12  or  15  ,„^,/t„  ,he  ,p<,ri6»  ,„iirii„p  t„  i2„^e 
month,  and  then  reverted  back  to  them  j„„,,i„„„  ^,^i,  „ace  in  addition  1« 
he  would  Mill  count  that  di«»nneeta^  j^^  .„^^^^  derivable  from  his  proteuion, 
work  a.  continuou.  .ervieo.  It  «>omed  -et  the  cl.u.e  would  give  him  tlie  further 
Jf,,!!'",  rrt'"""'  ,""'  ™"'m",  f'  Idvantage,  after  ho  hail  recciveil  all  the 
"Mikado  he  knew  of  no  parallel  for  „„|„^„„  arising  from  offieo,  of  com- 
,uch  a  propojal.     He  could  not  under.  ,,„„,„  the  cfie  of  the  abolition  el 

.«nd  what  the  honourable  and  gallant  [j,  „„,„  That  would  he  a  groat  iiii». 
Member  wanted  the  clause  at  all  for,  y^^  „  ,,,„  ratepayer,  gencntllj,  who  Ul 
Suppojing,  for  in.timce,  the  clerk  of  the  ^  „,,j  „,„  „,„,;;'  although  it  might  be  a 
Shoreditch  local  authority  w™  trau..  ,„,  „„.eniciit  and  pletsant  thing  for 
ferred  to  Mile  tnd.  He  had  had,  iiay,  ^^J  ^^^j,^^  „„  ^^^^  ^^^'  ,,,, 
2?  >■»"■"  Shorcditeh  and  u.|der  Government  would  l»  firm  in  their  oppo 
the  Bill  live  year,  in  Mile  End  The  ,iti„„  k,  the  claua^,  which  would,  he  i 
honourable    and    gallant     Moniber    for  ^^  .^ ,     ,,,1,      yj^  generally, 

Woolwich  knew  fully  well  that  that  man    ...j 'ly  „  l;?^^  „„ito  „f  MemCor..     ffi 
would  claim  and   get  .10   ye.i-s    super.    ^       /  howtver,   that  the   time  of  the 
.nnuation  and  compo,™t,on  for  his  time    j^^^^^     •  ^,  ,,„  ^„j  ^    tj„  withdrawal 
and  emolument..     But  that  wa.  where   „,  ^^^      '       ,  amendmmt. 
a  man  properly  devoted  the  whole  of  hi.  '^    r 

time    to    the    work.      The    honourable       Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Member  propowKl  that  a  man  who  held 

three  or  four  office,  under  one  body,  with       Sir  T.G.FAKUELL  in  moving  the  next 
auborduiate  duties,  should  group  the  lot   amendment,  s.^id  he  had  taken  the  words 
of    thcni,    and    there    would    probably    from  the  Bankruptcy  Act  of  18C9. 
arise  the  ridiculou.  ca.e  of  a  man  of  35 

year,  of  ago  who  had  had  seven  or  eight       Amendment  proposed — 
year.' service  in  five  or  six  offices,  walk-       "inpage  13,line  ll.toleaveoutallafterthe 
ing  off  with  a  pension  aggregated  upon    second  '  council,'  and  iDMrt,   *  U  any  penuo 
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ither  without  Burrendering  a,  portion  of 
lis  penaioii  in  the  way  indicated  by  the 

Amendment.     Ho  knew  that  there  were 
)ensioners  who  had    received   a   pension 
iharged  on  the  Consolidated  Fund,  and 
.    ,  ,      vho    were   also   in    receipt   of   a   second 
•tarttlTSS    .emion   chargd   o„  .ome  o.h.r  public 
•       '  una.     He  maintained  that  that  was  not 

■ight;  it  was  most  unfair  to  the  tax- 
payer, and  it  was  to  meet  these  cases  that 
be  had  drafted  the  Amendment. 


to  whom  a  compenxatiDii  annuity  a  granted 
under  thin  Act  accepts  any  piiLlic  employment, 
ho  Hhall,  during  the  continuance  of  that  em- 
ploynient,  receive  only  no  mach  (if  any)  of  tliat 
anDuity   at,  with   the  reinuneration  of    that 

31oynient,   will  amount  to  a  sum  not  ex- 
ing  the  salary  or  emoluments  in  respect  of 
the   Ions   whereot   th  '  "'" 

and  if  the 


[Sir  r.  O.  Fardell.) 
Question  proposeit — 
"  That  thoHC  wotile  be  there  iuHerted." 

Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER  said  there 
were  two  matters  involved  in  the  Amend- 
ment.   The  first  was    the    omission   of 


Mr.  BANBURY  (Camborwcli,  Peck- 
!iam)  agreed  with  his  honourable  friend. 
[f  a  man  retired  on  a  pension  from  one 
public  office,  he  did  not  think  he  was 
entitled  to  take  work  in  another  public 
three  lines  with  reference  to  expenses  office.  That  was  not  the  object  of  grant- 
being  paid  out  of  the  general  rate.    That,    ing  pensions. 


of  course,  had  nothing  to  do  with  the 
Amendment  he  subsequently  proposed  to 
add.  The  honourable  Memoer  was  so 
enamoured  of  legislation  by  reference  that 
he  was  anxious  to  cut  out  the  case  which 
the  Government  had  put  in  the  Bill. 
All  that  the  Act  of  1894  provided  for 
was  that  expenses  incurred  should  be 
paid  out  of  a  common  fund-  It  was  by 
no  means  clear  that  that  would  entitle  a 
borough  to  provide  a  fund  for  compensa- 
tion for  loss  of  office,  and   therefore  it 


Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Amendment  propoeed^ 
"  In  page  13,  line  18,  to  leave  oui 
'  may,'  and  insert  '  shall.'  "—{Coiimt 

Question  proposed — 


Lord     EDMOND     FITZMAURICE 


was   necessary   that  a   specific  direction  said  that  the  word  "  may "  was  the  right 

should   be  put  in  the  Bill,   that  these  word  here,  for  if  "  shall "  were  inserted, 

expenses  should  be  paid  out  of  the  general  it  would  compel  them  to  go  on  with  the 

rate.     He   now   came   to  the  additional  case  without  discretion, 
sub-section  proposed  by  the   honourable 


Member.  He  did  not  know  what  the 
honourable  Member  meant  by  "puhhc 
employment."  He  thought  that  if  a  man 
had  earned  his  pension,  after  long  service, 
he  should   not  be  discouraged  from  en 

deavouring   to   improve  his   position   by        _.   _. _ 

earning  a  little  more.     He  thought  that    hesitated  to  move  any  more  Amendments, 
the  enquiries  which  would   have  to  be    but  he  ventured  to  make  this  one  and 


Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  as  amended  agreed  to. 

Clause  24  :~ 

Sir  T.  G.  FARDELL  said  he  rather 


embarked  upon  would  make  the  ^ 
not  worth  the  candle.  By  accepting  th< 
Amendment  the  Committee  would  prac 
tically  indicate  that  when  public  servant! 
quitted  the  service  at  the  age  of  65,  aftei 
which  it  was  believed  at  the  present  day 
that  no  one  was  competent  to  do  any 
thing,  they  should  remain  in  alfsolutt 
idleness. 


trusted  ho  might  rely  upon  the  support 
of  his  right  hononratile  friend  the 
Attorney -General . 

Amendment  proposed — 
"  In   page   13,   line  20,   to  leave  out   from 
'  clerk.'    to    '  may.'   in    line   29,    and     insert 

'who.'"— (StV  T.  G.  Fardell.) 


Question  proposed-  - 
That  the  words  proposed  t 


•SiitT.G.  FARDELLsaidthatthepoi  ^__ 

was  whether  a  person  in  receipt  of  a  pen     stand  pajt'of  tiie  clause.' 
sion  of  public  money,  whether  from  thi 
Civil   Service    or  from    a   local  govern 
ment  body,  should  be  entitled  to  take  i 
E?cond  office  in  either  the  one  or  ihi 


Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER  said  he 
did  not  know  whether  his  honourable 
fnend  was   aware  tha,^  the  GuvcnimenS 
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had  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
clause  was  unnecessary,  and  they  there- 
fore proposed  to  withdraw  it. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  asked  whether 
the  withdrawal  of  the  clause  meant  that 
the  town  clerk  could  not  appear  in  any 
cases? 

Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER  said  the 
town  clerk  could  appear  without  the 
clause. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  a«ked  whether 
in  a  preliminary  summons,  say  in  an 
adulteration  case,  the  town  clerk  could 
appear  ? 

Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER  said  yes,  he 
could.  The  words  in  the  clause  to  which 
exception  had  been  taken  were  those 
which  said  that  the  town  clerk  might 
appear  "  before  any  court,  or  in  any  legal 
proceedings."  The  dropping  of  the  clause 
would  not  interfere  with  the  usual  prac- 
tice by  which  the  town  clerk  was 
authorised  to  appear  in  the  summary 
courts. 

Question  put  and  negatived. 
Clause,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  25  : — 

Colonel  HUGHES  was  about  to  move 
an  Amendment,  when 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  said  that  he  had 
an  earlier  Amendment. 

The  chairman  said  the  Amendment 
of  the  honourable  Member,  and  those  of 
several  other  honourable  Members,  were 
out  of  order,  because  they  sought  to  alter 
the  London  Equalisation  of  Rates  Act. 
The  Amendment  of  the  honourable  and 
gallant  Member  for  Woolwich  was  in 
order,  because  it  sought  to  retain  that 
Act. 

♦Colonel  HUGHES  said  that  if  the 
parishes  were  grouped,  and  the  money 
from  the  equalisation  of  rates  was  paid 
to  the  new  borough  councils,  some  of  the 
parishes  so  combined  would  receive  less 
than  they  received  now.  He  could  best 
illustrate  his  point  by  the  statement  of  an 
actual  case.  The  parish  of  Plumstead 
received  £7,300  per  annum  from  the 
Equalisation  of  Rates  Fund,  and  the  parish 

Sir  Richard  Webster. 


of  Woolwich  received  only  £800  per  year. 
But  if  these  two  parishes  were  combined 
in  the  new  borough,  the  £7,300  and  the 
£800  would  be  put  in  one  cheque  to  the 
borough  council  and  put  into  a  common 
fund,  and  distributed  according  to  rate- 
able value.  The  result  would  be  a  loss  of 
£2,500  a  year  to  Plumstead.  Similar 
losses  would  be  realised  in  the  case  of 
many  districts  by  the  combination  of  rich 
and  poor  parishes. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  14,  line 
8,  at  end,  to  add — 

"  Provided  that  any  sanitary  district  exist- 
ing at  the  time  of  the  passing  of  this  Act  shall 
not  gain  or  loose  under  the  London  Elqualisation 
of  Kates  Act,  1894,  in  consequence  of  it  being 
absorbed  into  a  municipal  borough ;  but  con- 
tinue to  pav  and  receive  through  the  borough 
councU  on  tne  same  basis  of  rateable  value  and 
population  as  if  this  Act  had  not  1)een  passed." 
— {Colonel  Hughes.) 

Question  proposed — 

"  That  those  words  be  there  inserted.'* 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said  that,  if  he 
understood  his  honourable  friend  aright, 
his  point  was  that  the  equalisation  of 
rates  was  now  levied  and  distributed  ac- 
cording to  parishes,  but  that  under  this 
Bill  there  might  be,  and  probably  would 
be,  a  certain  redistribution  of  parishes, 
and  that  the  result  of  that  would  be  that 
the  governing  authority  substituted  for 
the  vestries  would  have  to  deal  with  a  some- 
what different  unit  than  now  existed  for 
the  distribution  of  the  Equalisation  Rate. 
His  honourable  friend  would  see,  he 
hoped,  that  the  Bill  did  not  materially 
interfere  with  the  principle  of  the 
equalisation  of  rates.  Uis  object  was  to 
give  the  groups  of  parishes  the  funds 
which  were  given  to  these  parishes 
separately.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
parishes  were  grouped  under  the  existing 
law,  and  the  District  Board  had  the 
command  of  all  the  money,  and  not  the 
parishes.  That  was  the  system  which 
they  proposed  to  perpetuate  by  the  Bill. 
It  was  quite  true  that  a  sanitary  district 
might  be  different  from  that  which 
existed,  but  the  distribution  of  parishes 
did  not  alter  the  principle  on  which  the 
equalisation  of  rates  was  based.  There 
were  in  existence  powers  by  which  two 
parishes  might  be  amalgamated,  and  if 
they  were  so  amalgamated  there  would 
be  some  alteration  in  the  distribution  of 
the  Equalisation  of  Rates  Fund  in   the 
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combined  parishes,  oa  compared  with  the 
distribution  in  the  parishes  separate.  But 
nobody  would  say  that  because  they  were 


this  clause.  The  London  School  Board 
had  drafted  the  section  which  provided 
for  such   cases  as   Hornsey,  and  at   the 


combined   there  was  therefore  any  dis-   same  time  gave  protection  to  the  Board 
turbance  of  the  principle  of  equalisation.  I  against  the  very  general  words  of  Clause 
As  regarded  the  particular  instance  men-    15. 
tionea  by  his   honourable    and    gallant  | 

friend,  it  was  quite  true  that  Woolwich  ■      Amendment  proposed— in  yeige  14,  line 
would  gain  by  the   junction  with  Plum- '  9,  to  insert  as  a  new  sub-section  :— 
stead;    but,  on   the   other  hand,  it  was  |     "  Nothing  in  tlii.<4  Act,  and  no  order  or  scheme 
equally  true  that  Plumstead  would  also    under  this  Act,  or  under  the  Municipal  Cor- 

gain  by  the  higher  rating  value  which    E^[*^*?"?  ^^^  ^\  ^fl!;«r**u*T"i'^^  ^'^u***® 

Y»r     1    •  t         •    ^  J       T^  -1.        1        1  School  lloardH  Act  of  1885,  shall  abndge,  alter, 

W  oolwich  enjoyed.     It  was   quite   clear    ^^  ^^^^.^  ^^^^  the  i>oworH,  riithu^,  dut  ion,  and 

that  if  under  this  Bill  the  richer  parishes  i  jurisdiction  of  the  School  Hoanl  for  London 
gained  something  by  equalisation  of  rates,  over  the  area  which  for  the  time  being  shall 
the  poorer  parishes  gained  something  by  ,  institute  the  lujniiniHtrative  County  ot  Lon- 

.  *^^        '^  ?   .,      ,  .  1  *     uii    don." — {Mr.  Ptckersgill.) 

enjoying  a  share  of   the  higher  rateable  ^  ' 

value.     He   hoped  his    honourable    and'  tti^ttat^t^   ^irT^T^mmT^Ti 

gallant  friend  would  not  think  it  necessary  ,      ^^^   RICHARD   WLBSTER   said   he 

to  press  the  Amendment.  ^a®  prepared  to  accept  the  Amendment. 


♦Colonel    HUGHES    thought  there  '      Question,  "  That  those  words  be  there 
would  be  an  alteration  in  the  operation  of  I  inserted,"  put  and  agreed  to. 
the  Equalisation  of  Rates  Act,  but  not  of 
the  Act  itself.     He  begged  to  withdraw        Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

the  Amendment.  1      _, 

I      Clause  26  :  — 

Mr,  BARTLEY  said  that  the  difficulty  .  Mr.  JAMES  STUART  said  that  he 
to  which  the  honourable  Member  for  i  wanted  to  know  really  what  the  words 
Woolwich  referred  showed  how  strin-  i  "  earlier  or  "  in  line  1 2  meant.  The 
gently  the  Equalisation  of  Rates  Act  <  appointed  day  was  the  day  on  which 
worked.  Instead  of  picking  out  the  >  the  members  of  the  borough  councils 
districts  which  really  wanted  relief,  relief  i  first  selected  under  this  Act  came  into 
was  given  to  every  district  whatsoever.  ■  office,  and  the  old  vestries  would  remain 
A  district  got  so  much  money  l)ecause  of  I  in  office  until  then.  He  could  not  under- 
its  dense  population,  and  that  actually  ,  stand  how  new  powers  were  to  come  into 
increased  the  density  of  the  population.  ,  play  under  the  Act  six  months  before  the 
Instead  of  the  Act  relieving  the  poorer  '  constitution  of  the  boroughs.  He  could 
districts,  it  encouraged  relief  to  districts  not  understand  the  alteration  or  reser^'a- 
whether  they  were  poor  or  not.  He  tion,  but  perhaps  it  would  make  the 
thought  the  Ek^ualisation  of  Rates  Act  ^  Amendment  more  simple  if  he  moved 
was  a  bad  measure,  and  was  working  j  that  "  or  such  other  day,  not  being  more 
badly.  i  than   six  months    earlier  or  later  '*    be 

t  omitted.     It  seemed   to   him  that  they 

Lord     EDMOND      FITZM  AURICE  i  were  introducing  enormous  confusion  into 

said  that  if  any  great  hardship  were  to    the  whole  affair. 

occur  under  the  clause,  the  Commissioners  I 

would  look  after  it.  I      Amendment  proposed — In  page  14,line 

12  . 

To   omit   the   wohIh    "  earlier    or.*'— (Afr. 
Stuart.) 


Question  proposed  : 


Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr,  PICKERSGILL,  in  moWng  a  new 
sub-section,    desired    to    revert    to    the 

question   of   the   London   School   Board,  i     »  That  the  words, '  earlier  or,*  stand  iwut  of 
When  the  point  was  raised  earlier  in  the  >  the  ClauHe." 
evening,   he   understood    the    Attorney-  i 

Genend  to  say  that  the  proposed  sub- 1  Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER  said  an 
section  giving  adequate  protection  to  the  ,  examination  of  the  subsequent  port  of  the 
London  School  Board  would  properly  clause  would  show  the  nai  object  cf  the 
coma  in  M  A  Mving  Motion  At  the  end  of  words.    Tbera  ware  oortdn  preUmiwuy 
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matters  which  would  hnvv)  to  bo  got  riJof 
under  the  Act,  and  the  whole  object  of  the 
clause  was  to  enable  them,  if  necessary, 
to  fix  a  given  day  for  such  things  to  be 
done. 

Mr.  STUART  said  that  after  that  ex- 
planation he  would  ask  leave  to  withdraw 
his  Amendment,  but  he  thought  it  was 
due  to  the  House  they  should  know  what 
those  matters  were. 

♦Colonel  HUGHES  pointed  out  that 
the  new  borough  registers,  which  were 
not  to  be  published  until  October  1st, 
were  to  come  into  operation  on  1st  of 
November,  and  it  was  therefore  abso- 
lutely impossible  for  the  Privy  Council 
to  make  the  appointed  day  any  earlier 
than  1st  November.  To  his  mind  the 
words  were  entirely  inoperative. 

Mr.  BOUSFIELD  suggested  that  it 
was  contemplated  to  have  a  different 
appointed  day  for  different  boroughs, 
whereas  Section  4  appeared  to  provide 
that  there  should  be  only  one  appointed 
day. 

Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER  said  there 
were  not  to  be  different  appointed  days  in 
that  sense.  It  meant  that  on  the  appointed 
day  in  each  case  each  vestry  should  cease 
to  exist. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  27  :— 

Mr.  BOUSFIELD  said  he  had  been 
requested  by  the  honourable  Member  for 
South  Hackney  to  move  the  following 
amendment : — 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  14,  line 
26,  at  end,  to  insert  "  and  that  expression 
*  elective  vestry  '  means  any  vestry  elected 
under  the  Metropolis  Management  Act, 
1855."- (.Ifr.  BamfiM.) 

Question,  "  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted  "  put  and  agreed  to.  ^ 

♦Colonel  HUGHES  said  he  wished  to 
point  out  that  in  some  cases  the  words 
"  County  Council  '*  were  used,  and  in 
other  cases  "  London  County  Council." 
He  thought  it  should  be  made  clear  that 

Sir  Richard  Webster, 


the  London  County  Council  was  referred 
to,  especially  as  there  were  outlying 
councils  dealt  with  in  the  Act  of  1888. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  14,  line 
26,  at  end,  to  insert : 

"The  expression  'txiunty  council'  means 
London  County  Council." — (Colonel  Hughes.) 

Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER  said  he 
could  not  accept  the  Amendment  now,  be- 
cause they  had  adopted  an  Amendment 
which  brought  in  adjoining  areas  and  gave 
to  other  county  councils,  where  a  portion 
of  their  area  was  to  be  taken,  the  right  to 
appear  in  certain  limited  events.  His  be- 
lief was  that  wherever  the  London  County 
Council  was  intended,  it  was  either  specifi- 
cally mentioned  or  the  context  showed  that 
it  was  the  London  County  Council.  How- 
ever, between  now  and  the  Report  stage 
the  Bill  would  be  scrutinised  in  order  to 
see  if  there  was  any  ambiguity  upon  the 
point. 

♦Colonel  HUGHES  said  that  on  the 
understanding  that  "  London  "  would  be 
put  in  wherever  it  was  required  he  would 
withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

♦Colonel  HUGHES  said  he  had 
another  Amendment  dealing  with  the 
rating  of  Government  property.  He  was 
anxious  to  secure  that  when  the  words 
"  rateable  value "  were  in  question  the 
Government  property  should  be  included. 
There  was  £90,000  worth  of  Grovemment 
property  in  Woolwich,  and  it  was  there- 
fore important  that  this  point  should  be 
made  clear. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  14,  line 
26,  at  end,  to  insert : 

"The  expression  'rateable  value*  shall 
include  Goveminent  proi>erty  upon  which  a 
contribution  in  lieu  of  rates  is  paid." — (Colonrl 
Hughes.) 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  sincerelv  trusted 
that  the  honourable  Member  for  Woolwich 
would  not  press  his  Amendment.  The  way 
in  which  some  local  authorities  had,  for 
rating  purposes,  made  a  raid  upon  Go- 
vernment property  was,  in  his  opinion, 
disgraceful.  They  had  followed  up  their 
attacks  upon  Government  Departments 
by  attacks  upon  police  stations,  police 
courts,    and     notaoly.  upon*  Woolwich 


813 


London 


{16  May  1899} 


Government  BUI. 


814 


Arsenal.  This  policy  loomed  largely  in 
the  honourable  Member's  division,  where 
they  were  making  similar  raids  upon  the 
County  Council  Pumping  Station,  upon 
the  Metropolitan  Asylums  BoardHospitals, 
and  upon  School  Board  property,  to  an 
extent  which  was  not  creditable,  and 
which  did  not  show  any  regard  for  the 
public  bodies  which  served  London  as  a 
whole.  He  did  not  happen  to  have 
Woolwich  Arsenal  in  his  constituency, 
but  he  took  under  his  protection  an  ex- 
cellent prison  at  Wandsworth  Common, 
and  he  was  glad  to  think  that  they,  at  any 
rate,  had  not  sought  to  profit  by  the  ex- 
istence of  that  institution.  He  protested 
against  the  gra&ping  habits  of  the  vestries 
in  laying  violent  hands  upon  the  property 
of  Government  departments  and  central 
bodies.  He  therefore  hoped  the  hon. 
Member  would  withdraw  his  Amend- 
ment and  let  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, between  now  and  the  Report  stage, 
see  if  he  could  not  cut  off  some  of  the 
tentacles  of  these  local  bodies. 

Sir  RICHARD  WERSTER  said  the 
Amendment  did  not  mean  another  six- 
pence in  the  shape  of  rates. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS :  You  will  see. 

Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER  said  he 
was  surprised  that  the  eagle  eye  of  the 
honourable  Member  for  Battersea  had 
not  grasped  the  real  meaning  of  the 
Amendment.  The  only  object  was  to 
secure  that  when  a  proposed  area  con- 
tained Government  property  worth 
£50,000,  that  amount  should  be  included 
in  the  amount  going  to  make  up  the 
necessary  total  of  £500,000.  It  seemed 
to  him  that  the  Amendment  was  one 
which  ought  to  be  accepted. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

♦Mr,  CARVELL  WILLIAMS  (Notts, 
Mansfield)  said  that  at  present  they  had 
two  sets  of  burial  laws.  The  Acts  had 
their  advantages  and  disadvantages,  and 
those  districts  which  had  to  provide  ceme- 
teries were  left  to  choose  which  they 
would  adopt.  The  consequence  was  that 
some  adoptcvl  one  and  some  adopt;': I  the 
other.  He  cont<*nded  that  the  inhabitants 
of  London  should  be  placed  upon  the 
same  footing  as  the  rest  of  t!ie  country, 
and  that  was  what  he  pmposed  to  do  by 
the  Amendment  he  now  moved 


Amendment  proposed,  in  page  14,  line 
31,  at  end,  to  insert : — 

"The  Public  Health  (Interments)  Act,  1879.*' 
— (Mr.  Carvell  Williams.) 

Question  proposed — 

"  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER  said  his 
recollection  was  that  the  Public  Health 
(Interments)  Act,  1879,  was  not  an 
adoptive  Act  at  all.  If  the  honourable 
Member  would'  look  at  line  31  of  the 
clause,  it  said,  "  the  Burial  Acts  1852  to 
1885,"  and  that  was  a  comprehensive  way 
of  citing  the  whole  series  of  Burial  Acts. 
If  the  Act  which  the  honourable  Member 
alluded  to  was  not  an  adoptive  Act  it 
ought  not  to  be  brought  in  at  all. 

♦Mr.  carvell  WILLIAMS  pointed 
out  that,  under  the  previous  Local  Govern- 
ment Act,  Marten's  Act  was  made  avail- 
able, and  he  contended  that  it  should  be 
made  available  under  this  Act.  He  very 
much  doubted  whether  the  statement  of 
the  learned  Attorney-General  that  the 
words  provided  included  Marten's  Act 
was  correct.  At  any  rate,  no  harm  could 
be  done  by  adopting  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  said  that 
perhaps  the  Attorney-General  would  be 
willing  to  look  into  the  matter. 

Mr.  carvell  WILLIAMS  asked 
if  ho  was  right  in  assuming  that  the 
matter  would  be  cleared  up  on  the  Report 
stage. 

Sir  RICHARD  ^VEBSTER  said  he  did 
not  think  that  there  was  anything  to 
clear  up.  He  would  undertake  to  see 
whether  or  not  it  came  within  the  series 
of  adoptive  Acts. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  28,  agreed  to. 

Postponed  Clause  11  : — 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  It  will  be 
within  the  rocolh^jtion  of  the  Committee 
that  we  had  an  animated.  Debate  last  night 
upoR  Clause  11,  the  result  of  which  was 
that  the  clause  was  postponed  until  the 
nst  of  th 3  c!auhe3  had  been  deal  with, 
and  that  consummation  has  now   been 
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happily  arrived  at.  The  contention  was 
between,  I  frankly  admit,  almost  the 
unanimous  voice  of  the  London  Members 
and  myself  as  representing  the  views  of 
the  framers  of  the  Bill,  and  it  turned  upon 
this  point.  They  were  anxious  that  the 
borough  councils  should  be  the  overseers 
in  all  cases,  as  they  now  are  in  about  fif- 
teen cases  in  the  metropolis.  I  was 
anxious  that  the  question  of  the  personal 
responsibility  of  the  overseers  should  not 
be  wholly  merged  in  corporate  responsi- 
bility, which  would  have  been  the  result 
of  the  view  of  the  London  Members  being 
adopted  in  an  unmodified  way.  Let  me 
state  that  the  fact  that  Parliament  has  in 
successive  private  Acts  given  the  powers 
and  privileges  of  the  overseers  to  these 
fifteen  bodies  is  undoubtedly  an  argument 
for  extending  similar  privileges  to  every 
one  of  the  remaining  municipalities.  It  is 
universally  admitted  that  it  is  desirable 
that  the  system  in  London  should  be  a 
uniform  system,  while  it  is  obviously 
difficult  to  withdraw  from  bodies  which 
have  by  statute  already  obtained  certain 
powers,  the  powers  which  they  have  thus 
contrived  to  induce  Parliament  to  give 
them.  On  the  other  hand,  I  do  not  think 
there  is  any  serious  attempt  to  meet  the 
view  which  I  venture  to  put  forward,  that 
in  certain  aspects  the  corporate  responsi- 
bility was  but  a  very  poor  substitute  for 
individual  responeibility.  The  responsi- 
bility of  the  overseers  obviously  deals 
with  two  quite  separate  sets  of  duties. 
There  are  the  duties  connected  with  the 
collection  and  the  levying  of  the  rates 
and  the  making  of  the  rate.  That  is  one 
set  of  duties  entirely  financial  in  their 
character,  or,  at  any  rate,  principally  so. 
There  is,  in  addition  to  the  duties  which 
are  financial  and  local  in  their  character, 
the  duty  of  making  the  lists  of  voters, 
which  is  only  secondary  and  partially  of 
a  local  character,  but  which  is  mainly  of  an 
Imperial  character.  It  does  not  affect  the 
finances  of  the  district  for  which  the 
borough  council  is  responsible,  but  it 
does  affect  the  Imperial  rights  of  all  voters 
within  that  area.  It  may  be  true — and  I 
think  it  is  in  part  true — that  even  on  the 
financial  side  personal  responsibility  may 
be,  in  certain  cases,  important.  My 
honourable  friend  the  Member  for  Has- 
tings, speaking  last  night  as  representing 
one  of  the  boroughs  outai<lo  the  metro- 
polis, urged  upon  the  Government  the 
AO'jcptanoe  of  an  Amendment  making  the 
borough  councils  the  gverieers^  and  be  did 


it  avowedly,  as  representing  the  opinion  of 
his  constituents.  In  my  honourable 
friend's  constituency,  I  understand,  there 
lately  was  a  difficulty  about  the  rating. 
The  collector  of  rates  absconded,  and  made 
away  with  rates  to  the  amount  of  about 
j£l,500.  Under  the  existing  law  the 
overseer  was,  of  course,  responsible,  and 
from  the  overseer,  as  I  understand  the 
matter,  no  inconsiderable  portion  of  that 
money  was  obtained.  Had  the  law  been 
modified,  as  my  honourable  friend  desires 
to  modify  it,  the  whole  of  that  money 
would  have  been  lost,  because  the  borough 
council  would  have  been  responsible,  and 
the  persons  who  would  have  suffered 
would  have  been  the  ratepayers.  I  quite 
admit  that  the  financial  part  of  the  ques- 
tion is  a  subordinate  part,  although  not 
an  unimportant  one.  I  will  give  another 
case.  In  one  of  the  vestries  in  London  I 
believe  there  was  an  attempt  made  to  re- 
fuse to  collect  the  School  Board  rate  for 
the  metropolis  on  the  ground  that  that 
rate  was  excessive  in  its  amount.  I 
believe  the  School  Board  threatened  legal 
proceedings,  although,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
the  matter  never  went  further,  but  batl 
the  vestry  in  question  behaved  as  I 
remember  the  Corporation  of  Limerick 
once  behaved  during  the  time  of  Lord 
Spencer's  administration  in  1882  or  1883, 
it  would  have  been  found  impossible  to 
deal  with  them.  I  can  assure  the  honour- 
able Gentleman  opposite  that  it  is  not  an 
easy  matter  to  imprison  a  whole  corpora- 
tion. But  I  think  there  is  a  case  for  per- 
sonal responsibility  on  the  financial  side, 
and  although  I  think  that  the  two 
instances  I  have  given  are  of  some  im- 
portance, I  do  not  think,  broadly  speak- 
ing, it  is  necessary  to  press  them,  and  I 
am  perfectly  ready  to  give  up  any  idea  of 
maintaining  personal,  as  distinguished 
from  corporate  responsibility,  with  regard 
to  this  question.  I  think,  however,  it 
would  be  desirable  that  there  should  bo 
some  responsibility  retained  in  regard  to 
the  imperial  side  of  the  duties  of  the 
overseers,  namely,  that  of  preparing  the 
lists  of  voters,  and  I  think  that  probably 
the  views  of  all  parties  might  be  met  if 
we  were  to  lay  down  that  the  corporations 
of  the  new  borough  councils  should  be  the 
overseers  for  all  purposes  conuocte-d  with 
the  levying  of  the  mte,  but  that  the  town 
clerk,  the  offlcor  appointed  by  them, 
should  bo  respunsible  for  making  the 
lists,  That  soemfi  to  zue  to  meet  the 
viewi  which  I  ventured  %o  expreei  last 


817 


Land 


Ofl 


{16  May  1899} 


Gwaernmenl  Bill, 


818 


night,  and  which,  at  the  samo  time,  meets 
the  widely  and  almost  universally  ex- 
pressed opinion  of  the  London  members, 
i  do  not  know  that  there  is  anything 
more  which  I  need  add  in  explanation  of 
that  \'iew.  K  the  House  were  prepared, 
as  I  hope  it  is  prepared,  to  accept  this  as 
a  reasonable  compromise,  the  best  plan 
would  be  to  accept  the  Amendments 
standing  in  the  name  of  my  honourable 
friend  the  Member  for  Wandsworth.  It 
is  a  long  series,  but  I  will  read  the  clause 
as  it  would  stand  amended.  In  addition  to 
my  honourable  friend's  Amendments,  of 
course  some  proviso  will  have  to  be  put 
at  the  end  of  the  sub-section  to  provide 
that  the  town  clerk  of  the  borough  should 
have  the  duties  and  powers  and  be  sub- 
ject to  the  liabilities  of  the  overseers  with 
respect  to  the  registration  of  the  electors 
within  the  borough.  If  the  House  will 
permit  me,  I  will  read  the  first  two  sec- 
tions of  the  clause,  which  are  practically 
the  important  sections,  as  they  stand 
amended  by  the  combined  effects  of  my 
honourable  friend's  Amendments  and  the 
one  which,  on  behalf  of  the  Government, 
I  intend  to  propose.  These  two  sections 
M'ill  run  : — 

(1)  After  the  appointed  day  the  coancil  of 
each  borough  flhali  have  the  duty  and  power 
of  oventeerH  of  each  parish  within  their 
borough,  and  Hhall  appoint  such  officers  as  niay 
be  required  to  aAsist  in  the  transaction  of  their 
business,  and  sliall  defray  tlie  expenses  of  and 
incidental  to  the  performance  of  the  duties  of 
overseers. 

(2)  The  council  shall  have  all  the  powers  and 
duties,  and  be  sul>ject  to  all  the  liabilities,  of 
overseers,  except  as  aforesaid,  and  any  docu- 
ment reauired  to  he  signed  by  overseers  may 
be  signea  by  tlie  town  clerk. 

There  are  other  consequential  Amend- 
ments standing  in  the  name  of  my  honour- 
able friend  to  Sub-section  5,  while  Sub- 
section 4  will,  of  course,  go  out  alto- 
gether. That,  I  think,  in  a  general  way, 
carries  out  the  policy  of  the  great  body  of 
London  Members,  and  I  think  will  form  a 
model  on  which  any  future  reform  of  the 
borough  councils  of  the  country  on  this 
subject  may  very  well  be  formed,  and  in 
that  case  London  would  take  the  lead. 
The  change  appears  to  be  very  popular, 
and,  as  my  right  honourable  fnend  re- 
minds me,  is  not  less  desired  in  other 
parts  of  the  country. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  said  the  pro- 
posal which  the  right  honourable  Gentle- 
man had  just  made  met  the  views  which 
had  been  generally   expressed   from  all 
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sides  of  the  House.  As  they  had  stated 
before,  they  did  not  wish  to  make  this 
question  in  any  sense  a  party  question, 
and  although  it  did  not  go  so  far  as  some 
of  them  might  have  wished,  it  seemed  to 
him  to  meet,  substantially,  the  views 
which  were  expressed  the  other  night. 
He  understood  that  the  right  honourable 
Oentleman's  real  reason  for  making  that 
distinction  was  that  one  was  an  imperial 
question  and  the  other  a  local  one.  He 
was  very  glad  to  hear  what  fell  from  the 
right  honourable  Gentleman,  to  the  effect 
that  this  proposal  might  lead  to  the  ex- 
tension of  this  system  to  other  parts  of 
the  country.  He  thought  that  would  be 
a  very  great  advantage  from  the  point  of 
view  of  efficiency  and  economy.  As  far 
as  he  was  concerned,  it  seemed  to  him 
that  the  right  honourable  Gentleman  in 
this  Amendment  had  met  the  substance  of 
their  objections. 

Mr.  W.  F.  D.  smith  said  that  far  as 
he  was  concerned  he  was  perfectly  ready 
to  accept  the  proposal  of  the  Government. 
This  was  the  proper  course  to  take  if  they 
had  any  coitfiaence  in  the  new  councils  at 
all,  and  he  thought  his  honourable  friends 
would  be  ready  to  accept  the  suggestion 
of  the  Government. 

Mr.  LOWLES  said  that,  as  the  first 
Amendment  referred  to  stood  in  his  name, 
perhaps  the  Committee  would  allow  him 
to  tender  his  thanks  to  the  right  honour- 
able Gentleman  for  the  statesmanlike 
concession  he  had  made. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  said  that  so  far  as 
he  was  able  to  follow  the  proposal,  there 
was  no  specific  reference  to  the  prepara- 
tion of  the  jury  lists,  and  he  thought 
the  effect  of  this  new  proposal  would  be 
to  leave  the  preparation  of  the  jury  lists 
in  the  hands  of  the  borough  council.  He 
wished  to  know  whether  that  was  the 
intention. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  said  the  point 
raised  by  his  honourable  friend  was  a 
very  important  one,  and  he  trusted  that  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  would  take 
cognisance  of  it. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  intention 
is  that  the  jury  lists,  like  the  other  lists, 
should  be  prepared  by  the  town  clerk, 
and  I  believe  the  words  I  have  suggested 
carry  out  that  intention. 
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Mr.  STUART  pointed  out  that  the 
lists  were  now  prepared  by  the  overseers 
in  virtue  of  an  Act  which  vested  that 
power  in  the  overseers,  and  he  thought 
they  would  find  it  advisable  to  deal  with 
the  powers  of  the  churchwardens.  WTiat 
the  right  honourable  Oentleman  had  done 
had  been  to  go  a  very  considerable  dis- 
tance towards  what  they  wanted,  and  so 
far  as  he  had  gone  he  had  shown  a  spirit 
of  conciliation  in  the  matter.  The  new 
system  might  very  well  be  adopted  in  the 
rest  of  the  country,  and  it  would  be  a  great 
advance  in  many  parts  of  London.  He 
should  like  to  have  seen  the  powers  which 
already  existed  preserved,  but  he  would 
not  move  any  Amendment  to  disturb  the 
unity  which  the  right  honourable  Gentle- 
man had  created,  and  the  great  advance 
he  had  made  in  many  parts  of  London. 
He  should,  however,  like  to  reserve  his 
consideration  of  the  matter,  because  he 
was  not  yet  quite  clear  whether  the  trans- 
ference of  the  two  duties  of  the  overseers 
to  the  town  clerk  might  not,  in  the  end, 
duplicate  the  officials.  No  doubt  the 
right  honourable  Gentleman  would  be  as 
anxious  as  he  was  to  avoid  that  duplica- 
tion, and  it  might  be  necessary  to  intro- 
duce some  sub-section  which  would  enable 
the  officers  to  be  used  in  common  for  those 
two  duties. 


Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  was  exceedingly 

flad  that  the  right  honourable  Gentleman 
ad  done  what  he  had  done,  and  he  identi- 
fied himself  with  everything  that  had  been 
said  about  this  proposal.  But  after  all, 
town  clerks,  like  overseers  and  Members 
of  Parliament,  were  only  human.  He 
wanted  to  know  whether  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  intended  that  both  the 

I'ury  and  the  voters*  lists,  which  were  to 
>e  taken  from  the  overseers  to  the  town 
clerk,  would  be  subject  to  roiew  by  the 
borough  council  as  a  whole  after  the  lists 
were  prepared,  because  he  was  not  pre- 
pared, however  virtuous  and  immaculate 
a  town  clerk  might  be,  to  leave  the 
official  preparation  of  the  jury  or  voters' 
lists  absolutely  to  the  dictum  of  one  man ; 
and  unless  this  was  subject  to  the  criticism 
and  review  of  the  council,  it  seemed  to 
him  that  the  right  honourable  Gentleman 
was  simply  taking  from  the  board  of 
overseers  these  powers  and  putting  them 
into  the  hands  of  one  man.  If  the 
borough  council  had  power  to  review 
them  he  quite  agreed,  but  he  knew  one  or 


two  constituencies  where  the  town  clerk 
might  be  susceptible  to  outside  influenct-^. 


Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  desired  :•► 
know  how  far  the  borough  council  wouM 
have  the  control  of  the  town  clerk  in 
regard  to  the  preparation  of  the  lists.,  fo: 
he  thought  it  was  a  matter  of  some  im- 
portance. 


Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Of  course   th<* 
town  clerk  would  be  in  the    position  oi 
the  assistant  overseer  and  would  be  con- 
trolled by  the  revising  barrister,  and  hv 
would  be  personally   responsible  to  him 
for  any  failure  in  carrying  out  his  dutie>. 
He  would,  to  this  extent  be  responsible 
to  the  borough  council  for  this  part  of  hl» 
duty — if  he  did  his  work  in  a  slipshod  or 
slovenly  or  partial  manner  he  could  be 
I  turned  out  at  the  end  of  the  year.     If  in 
t  this   connection   the   work  of   the   town 
clerk  did  not  come  up  to  the  standard  of 
'  efficiency  which  they  had  a  right  to  ex- 
I  pect,   the  council  would   unquestionably 
be  justified  in  dispensing  with  his  services. 


Mr.  STUART  said  the  right  honour- 
able Grentleman  was  ob^iously  extremely 
anxious  to  deal  fairly  with  the  matter, 
and  he  thanked  him  for  giving  thero  a 
very  great  deal  more  control  than  existed 
at  present.  He  must  say,  however,  that 
there  was  a  great  deal  in  what  the  honour- 
able Member  for  Battersea  said  about  the 
want  of  control  in  this  matter,  because 
although  a  town  clerk  might  be  a  bad 
hand  at  arranging  the  lists  he  might  be  a 
good  hand  at  something  else.  That  was 
his  justification  for  placing  this  matter 
before  the  Committee. 


Mr.  KIMBER  (Wandsworth)  said  the 

question  arose  as  to    what    honoiu^hle 

Members  opposite  meant  by  control  over 

the  action  of  the  town  clerk  in  preparing 

the  lists.     If   the  power   of   the   councu 

upon  this  question  of  control  was  to  ex- 

1  tend  to  revising  the  names  inserted  in  the 

list  it  would  be  a  verv  serious  matter. 

I  They  wished  to  see  these  important  duties 

j  in  the  hands  of  a  statutory  officer  and  tv 

'  secure  the  general  performance  of  those 

duties   in  a    business-like    manner.      h 

would  never  do  to  invest  in  a  borough 

council,  which  might  become  actuated  and 
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governed  by  political  sentiments,  the 
power  to  coerce  or  direct  an  officer  as  to 
the  names  of  the  electors  that  he  should 
insert  or  omit  in  the  lists  which  under 
the  statutory  duties  ini[>osed  upon  him  })v 
this  Bill  he  ought  to  insert  or  omit.  He 
thought,  from  what  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  had  said,  that  the  intention  was 
that  the  town  clerk  should  be  an  officer 
appointed  directly  by  Parliament,  who 
would  have  complete  control  of  the  matter. 
He  thought  the  provision  proposed  by  the 
Cxovernment  was  a  verv  wise  one,  and  his 
view  was  th«at  it  would  be  better  to 
accept  the  Amendments  as  they  were. 


Mr.  THORBURN  (Peebles  and  Sel- 
kirk) pointed  out  that  the  Govenmient's 
proposal  was  l)ased  upon  the  system  which 
had  been  adopted  in  Scotland,  and  which 
had  worked  excellentl}'.  He  hoped  his 
honourable  friends  opposite  would  accept 
the  proposal  of  the  Government. 

♦Colonel  HUGHES  thought  thev 
would  find  out  that  some  further  Amena- 
ments  would  be  required  on  the  Report 
stage.  He  did  not  know  whether  they 
meant  the  parochial  voters  or  the  Parlia- 
mentary voters. 

Colonel  MIL  WARD  (Stratford-upon- 
Avon)  said  the  Leader  of  the  House  had 
stated  that  if  the  town  clerk  did  his  duty 
in  a  slovenly  manner  he  would  be  liable 
to  dismissal  at  the  end  of  the  year.  ' 
From  his  own  experience  in  this  matter  | 
he  was  not  quite  so  sure  about  that. 

I 

The  series  of  Amendments  indicated  in  ' 

the  speech  of    the   First   Lord   of    the ' 

Treasury  were  put  and  agreed  to. 


Amendment  proposed — 


it 


In  pace  7,  line  41,  after  *  clerk,'  to  insert 
'  u))on  sucTi  date  or  within  hucIi  perio<l  aa  the 
Local  Government  Hoanl  may  prcK;ril)e,  .ho 
tliat  all  the  rates  collected  in  a  metro])olitan 
l)orongh  from  anv  person  may  lie  included  in 
one  demand  note.  *  — {Mr.  Lough.) 

Question  proposed  — 

"  That  those  words  Ik;  there  added/' 


Sir  R.  B.  FINLAY  said  that  although 
it  was  desirable  that  as  far  t>'  oossible 


there  should  be  uniformity  as  to  the  day, 
he  hoped  the  Committee  would  not 
accept  the  Amendment,  because  it  would 
throw  upon  the  Local  (xovernment  Board 
the  duty  of  prescribing  the  date  on  which 
the  precept  should  be  issued.  '  Moreover, 
the  effect  of  the  Amendment  went  rather 
beyond  the  scope  of  the  measure,  as  it 
interfered  with  other  bodies  empowered 
to  issue  precepts. 


Mr.  STUART  said,  of  course,  if  the 
Amendment  went  beyond  the  scope  of 
the  Bill  he  would  not  discuss  it,  but  if  it 
were  within  the  scope  of  the  Bill  he  would 
urge  the  Solicitor-6eneral  to  consider  it 
with  a  view  to  securing  uniformity  in  the 
issue  of  precepts  by  local  authorities. 
Five  authorities  issued  precepts 


*The  chairman  :  Oixier,  order  !  I 
think  the  honourable  Member  has  himself 
shown  that  the  Amendment  would  be 
outside  the  scope  of  the  Bill,  as  it  would 
affect  the  Acts  regulating  these  different 
bodies. 


Mr.  lough  said  that  it  would  be  very 
desirable  to  insert  a  provision  simplifying 
the  form  of  the  precepts  now  issued. 

♦The  chairman  :  That  would  raise 
practically  the  same  point  which  I  have 
just  ruled  out  of  order. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  asked  whether 
it  was  not  possible,  before  the  Report 
stage,  to  devise  a  means  by  which  uni- 
formity as  regards  precepts  could  be 
secured. 


Sir  R.  B.  FINLAY  hoped  that  the 
different  bodies  would  act  together  as  far 
as  possible. 

Mr.  lough  said  the  point  of  his 
Amendment  was  that  the  ratepayer 
should  know  the  purpose  for  which  he 
was  contributing  any  particular  rate. 

*The  chairman  :  The  honourable 
Meml)er,  by  inserting  these  words,  would 
be  affecting  the  Act  under  which  the 
liondon  County  Council  issues  its  precept. 

2E2 
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Mr.  lough  said  he  hoped  that  the 
matter  would  be  considered  before  the 
Keport  stage. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  asked  if 
before  Thursday  the  clause  would  be 
printed,  as  it  would  be  a  great  convenience 
in  discussing  the  schedule  1 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  cannot  give 
an  absolute  pledge.  I  believe  it  can  be 
done,  and  if  it  can  it  will  be  done. 

Mr.  lough  said  he  thought  the 
London  County  Council  ought  to  be 
substituted  for  the  Local  Government 
Board  in  the  clause. 


Sir  R.  B.  FINLAY  said  the  matter 
was  clearly  one  not  affecting  the  London 
County  Council. 


Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 


Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  It  will  be  in 
the  recollection  of  the  Committee  that  at 
an  early   stage   of  our  proceedings  the 

Juestion  of  audit  came  before  us,  and 
pointed  out  that  it  could  hardly  be 
advantageously  discussed  at  that  period, 
but  that  I  would  bring  up  a  clause  at  a 
later  stage  after  the  whole  question  had 
been  considered.  We  have  decided  to 
adopt  the  suggestions  offered  by  Members 
on  both  sides,  and  to  fall  back  on  the 
system  of  audit  now  in  force  in  the 
London  County  Council.  I  do  not 
wholly  like  the  system  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  because  it  is  essen- 
tially official  in  its  character,  and  there 
may  be  times  when  more  elasticity  is 
desirable  than  it  is  possible  or  right  for  a 
Government  Department  to  permit.  The 
County  Council  system  has  been  well 
tried,  and  it  has  certainly  secured  absolute 
honesty  and  conformity  with  the  law.  I 
therefore  move  to  insert  the  clause  I  have 
drawn  up. 


New  Clause — 

"  After  the  appointed  day  the  accounts  of 
the  council  of    every  metropolitan  borough, 


and  of  any  committee  or  other  statutory  body 
appointed  by  the  council,  and  of  their  officers, 
shall  be  made  up  and  audited  in  like  manner 
and  snbject  to  the  same  provisions  sa  the 
accounts  of  the  London  County  Council,  and 
tlic  enactments  relating  to  the  amiit  of  tho>e 
accounts  and  to  all  matters  incidental  thereto, 
and  consequential  thereon,  including  the  penal 
provisions,  shall  apply,  accordingly.  — {Afr.  A. 
J.  Bnlfaur,) 

brought  up  and  read  the  first  and  second 
time,  and  added. 


Sir  R.  B.  FINLAY  said  he  had  a 
clause  to  propose  dealing  with  cases 
where  it  might  be  necessary  to  alter  the 
wards  or  the  number  of  councillors.  The 
matter  was  mentioned  at  an  earlier  stage, 
but  was  reserved  for  consideration. 
What  he  proposed  was  that  if  the  Local 
Government  Board  were  satisfied  that  an 
alteration  were  desirable  they  should 
make  such  an  inquiry  as  they  thought 
necessary,  and  make  the  alterations  ac- 
cordingly. The  clause  he  would  propose 
was  as  follows : — 


New  clause — 

"  (1)  Whenever  the  Local  Govenmient  Boaril 
is  satisfied  that  h.  prima  facie  case  is  made  out 
for  a  proposal  for  the  alteration  of  the  numl>er 
of  wards  of  a  metropolitan  borough,  or  of  the 
boundaries  of  any  wanl  or  of  the  apportion- 
ment of  the  members  of  the  council  among 
the  wanis,  the  Local  Government  Board  may 
cause  such  inquiry  to  be  made  and  such  notices 
to  be  given  as  they  may  think  expedient  ;  and 
if  satisfied  that  the  proposal  is  desirable,  may 
make  an  Order  accordingly. 

"  (2)  Notice  of  the  provisions  of  the  Order 
shall  be  given,  and  copies  thereof  shall  lie 
supplied,  in  such  manner  as  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  may  direct. 

"  (3)  The  expenses  of  and  incidental  to  the 
making  of  the  Onler  shall  be  paid  by  the 
borougli  council." — {Mr.  Solicitor-General.) 


brought  up  and  read  the  first  time. 


Motion     made     and     Question    pn> 
posed — 

"  That  the  clause  be  read  a  second  time.' 


i» 


Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  asked  why 
the  duty  of  making  such  alterations  was 
to  be  taken  out  of  the  hands  of  the 
London  County  Council.  The  only 
reason  given  was  that  the  borough  councils 
should  not  be  in  any  way  under  the  au- 
thority of  the  County  Council  But  it  was 
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not  a  case  of  placing  them  under  the 
authority  of  the  Council.  The  Council 
had  dischargi^d  the  duty  very  well,  and 
if  it  were  transferred  to  the  Local 
CTOvernment  Board  it  would  lead  to 
delay  and  expense.  This  was  a  retrograde 
proposal  and  would  not  be  to  the  ad- 
vantage of  the  borough  councils,  the 
County  Council  or  anybody. 


Mr.  lough  said  the  Solicitor- 
Cxeneral  had  not  given  a  single  reason 
why  the  powers  which  had  been  ex- 
ercised by  the  County  Council  to  the 
greatest  satisfaction  in  every  part  of 
London,  and  were  also  exercised  by 
councils  in  the  provinces,  should  be 
transferred  to  the  Local  Grovernment 
Board.  The  principle  was  antagonistic 
to  all  the  principles  on  which  local 
government  rested.  The  County  Council 
had  representatives  from  every  district  in 
London  ;  it  had  the  machinery ;  and  it 
was  admirably  adapted  for  doing  the 
work,  whereas  the  Local  Government 
Board  had  no  facilities  whatever.  Every 
session  they  were  depriving  the  Local 
Government  Board  of  some  of  its  duties. 
He  believed  the  Solicitor-General  had  no 
faith  in  the  proposal,  and  he  hoped  hoii. 
Members  on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
would  oppose  it. 


I  word  against   what   the  London  County 

I  Council  had  done,  but  he  dissented  from 

the   view  that  the  county  councils  ever 

had  any  right  to  interfere  in  any   way 

whatever     in     county     or      non-county 

.  boroughs. 


Mr.  LOUCtH  said  he  was  not  referring 
to  the  boroughs,  but  to  the  county  area 
outside,  and  the  argument  he  '•  wished  to 
draw  was  that  the  county  councils 
generally  throughout  England  discharged 
an  analogous  duty  over  rural  areas  to 
that  discharged  by  the  County  Council  in 
London. 


Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  said  he  under- 
stood that  a  municipal  borough  had  the 
power  to  arrange  the  wards  within  its 
own  area. 


Sir  albert  ROLLIT  (Islington,  S.) 
said  he  was  not  prepared  to  deny  the 
statement  that  the  London  County 
Council  had  performed  the  duty  satis- 
factorily, but  nis  honourable  friend  was 
quite  wrong  when  he  said  that  that  duty 
was  also  performed  by  county  councils  in 
the  provinces. 


Mr.  Lt)UGH  asked  whether  the  duty 
was  not  discharged  by  county  councils  in 
county  boroughs. 


Sir  albert  ROLLIT  said  that  both  in 
county  and  non-county  boroughs  it  was 
discharged  by  the  I^ocal  Government 
Board.  The  boroughs  hjul  perfect  faith 
in  the  Local  Government  Board.  The 
local  inquiry  was  always  admirably  con 


Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  arrange- 
ment of  the  wards  is  done  by  a  Govern- 
ment Department  after  local  inquiry. 


Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  said  under  the 
Act  of  1894  the  county  councils  had  the 
power  to  re-arrange  the  parish  and  district 
council  areas.  Dunng  the  last  ten  years 
the  London  County  Council  had  re- 
arranged the  wards  for  vestry  elections, 
and  they  had  performed  that  duty  fairly 
and  impartially.  Why  should  that  duty 
be  taken  away  from  them  and  given  to 
the  Local  Government  Board  ?  The  best 
authority  for  this  work  was  the  County 
Council.  He  appealed  to  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  who  had  conducted  this 
Bill  with  great  fairness  to  the  London 
County  Council,  not  to  mar  the  effect  of 
the  graceful  concessions  he  had  made  by 
stripping  the  County  Council  of  this 
po»ver,  which  they  had  hitherto  exercised 
in  a  satisfa(!tory  manner. 


Question  put. 


The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes   166 


ducted.     He   was  not  prepared  to  say  a   Noes  64. — (Division  List  No,  154.) 
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Anson,  Sir  William  Reynell 
Archdale,  Edward  Mervyn 
Arnold-Forster,  Huj^li  (). 
Arrol,  Sir  William 
Atkinson,  lU.  Hon.  John 
BagotjCapt.  Josceline  FitzRoy 
Bailey,  James  (Walworth) 
Baird,  John  George  Alexander 
BalcaiTes,  Lord 
Balfour,  Rt.  Hn.  A.  J.  (Manch'r. 
Balf our,Rt  HnGerald  VV  ( Leed  s 
Banbury,  Frederick  George 
Barton,  Dunbar  Plunket 
Beach,  Rt.  Hn.  SirM.  H.  (Bristol 
Beckett,  Ernest  William 
Bethell,  Commander 
Boscawen,  Arthur  Griffith- 
BrAPsey,  Albert 
Brodrick,  Rt.  H»n.  St.  John 
Burdett-Coutts,  W. 
Butcher,  John  George 
Cecil,  Lord  Hugh  (Greenwich) 
Chaloner,  Captain  R.  G.  W. 
Chamberlain,  Rt.  Hn.  J.(Birni. 
Chamberlain,  J.  Austen(  Wore. 
Chaplin,  Rt.  Hon.  Henry 
Charrington,  Spencer 
Coghill,  Douglas  Harry 
Cohen,  Benjamin  Louis 
Collings,  Rt.  Hon.  Jesse 
Colomb,  Sir JohnCharlesReatly 
Cook,  Fred.  Lucas  (Lambeth) 
Corbett,  A.  Cameron  (Glasgow 
Cox,  Irwin  Edward  B.(  Harrow 
Cranbome,  Viscount 
CurzoD,  Viscount 
Dalkeith,  Earl  of 
Dalrymple,  Sir  Charles 
Denny,  Colonel 
Dickson-Poynder,  Sir  John  P. 
Disraeli,  Coningsby  Ralph 
Doughty,  Geor»^e 
Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Duncombe,  Hon.  Hubert  V. 
Fardell,  Sir  T.  (Jeorgo 
Fellowes,  Hon.  Ail  wyn  Edward 
Finch,  George  H. 
Finlay,  Sir  Robert  Bannatyne 
Firbank,  Joseph  Thomas 
F'iaher,  William  Hayes 
FitzGerald ,  S  i  rRobert  Penrose- 
Fitz  Wygram,  General  Sir  F. 
F'orster,  Henry  William 
Foster,  Colonel  (Lancaster) 
Garfit,  William 
Gibbons,  J.  Lloyd 
Gillia^,  John  Saumlers 


{COMMONS} 

AYES. 

(^oldsworthy,  Major-General 
Gordon,  Hon.  John  Edwanl 
Gorst,  Rt.  Hn.  Sir  John  Eldon 
Green,WalfordD.  ( W'dnesbury 
Greene,  Henry  D.  (Shrewsbury 
Gretton,  John 
Gull,  Sir  Cameron 
(iunter.  Colonel 
Hamilton.Rt.Hn.Lord  George 
Hanson,  Sir  Reginald 
Hardy,  Laurence 
Hermon- Hodge,  RobK  Trotter 
HoareEdw.  Brodie(Hampstead 
Holland,  Hon.  Lionel  R.  (Bow) 
Hughes,  Colonel  Edwin 
Hutchinson,  Capt.  G.  W.  Grice- 
Jackson,  Rt.  Hon.  W.  La>vies 
Jeftreys,  Arthur  F'rederick 
Jenkins,  Sir  John  Jones 
Jessel,  Captain  Herbert  M. 
Kemp,  George 
Kenyon,  James 
Kimber,  Henry 
Lawrence, Sir  EDurning(Corn. 
Lawrence,  Wm.  F.  (Liverpool 
Lawson,  John  Grant  (Yorks.) 
Lea, Sir  Thomas  ( Londonderry 
Leigh-Bennett,  Henry  Currie 
Llewelyn,  Sir  Dill  wyn-  (Swan. 
Lockwood,  Lieut. -Col.  A.  R. 
Loder,  Gerald  Walter  Erskine 
Long,  Col.  Charles  W(  Evesham 
Long,  RtHn.Walter(  Liverpool 
Lopes,  Henry  Yartie  BuUer 
Lowles,  John 
Loyd,  Archie  Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell,  William 
Lyttelton,  Hon.  Alfred 
^lacartney,  W.  G.  Ellison 
Macdona,  John  Cumming 
Maclure,  Sir  John  William 
M*Arthur,  Charles  (Liverpool 
M*Killop,  James 
Manners,  L  -rd  Edward  Wm.  J. 
Maple,  Sir  John  Blundell 
Mnrks,  Henry  Hansnel 
Martin,  Richard  Biddulph 
Massey-Main  waring,  Hn.  W.F 
Milward,  Colonel  Victor 
Monckton,  Edward  Philip 
Monk,  Charlas  Jamas 
Moon,  E<hvard  Robert  Pacy 
Moore,  William  (Antrim,  N.) 
More,Robt.  Jasper  (Shropshire 
Morgan,  Hn.  Fred(Monm  thsh. 
Morrell,  George  Herbert 
Morton,  ArthurH.  A.  (Deptford 
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Mount,  William  George 
Muntz,  I*hilip  A. 
Murray,RtHn  AGrRhara(  Bute 
Murray,  Col.  Wyndliam  (Bath 
Nicol,  Donald  Niniau 
Parkes,  Ebenezer 
Penn,  John 

Phillpotts,  Captain  Arthur 
Platt-Higgins,  Frederick 
Pollock,  Harry  Frederick 
Pretyman,  Ernest  George 
Pui-vis,  Robert 
Rankin,  Sir  James 
Rasch,  Major  Frederic  Came 
Rentonl,  James  Alexander 
Richard8on,SirThos  (Hartlepi 
Ritchie,  Rt.  Hn.Chas  Thomson 
Rol)ert8on,  Herbert  (Hackney 
Rollit,  Sir  Albert  Kaye 
Ru.ssell,  T.  W.  (Tyrone) 
Ryder,  John  Herbert  Dudley 
Sassoon,  Sir  Edward  Albert 
Seton-Karr,  Henry 
Sharpe,  William  Edward  T. 
Sidelx)tham»  J.  W.  (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom,  William!  Derbysh, 
Skewes-Cox,  Thomas 
Smith,  Hon.  W.  F.  D.  (Strand) 
Stanley,  Hn.  Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley,  Lord  (Lanes.) 
Stephens,  Henrv  Charles 
Stewart,SirMark  J.  M'Taggart 
Stone,  Sir  Benjamin 
Strauss,  Arthur 
Start,  Hon.  Humphry  Napier 
Talbot,  Lord  E.  (Chichester) 
Talbot.  RtHnJ.G.  (Oxf 'dUniv. 
Thornton,  Percy  M. 
Tomlinson,Wni.  Edw.  Murray 
Tritton,  Charles  Ernest 
Valentia,  Viscount 
Warr,  Augustus  Frederick 
Web8ter,SirR.  E.(lsleofWiKht 
Wentworth,  Bruce  C.  Veroon- 
Whi  teley ,  H .  ( Ashton-u  nder-L. 
Whitmore,  Charles  Algernon 
Williams»Jo8eph  P<»well-(Birm 
Wilson,  J .  W.  (Worcestersh.  N . 
Wodehouse,  Rt.  Hn.  E.  R.  (Bath 
Wyndham,  George 
Yerburgh,  Robert  Armstrong 
Young,  Commander  (Berks,  E. 

Tellers  for  the  Ayes— 
Sir  William  Walrond  and 
Mr.  Anstruther. 


Allen, Wm.  ( Newc.  under  Lyme 

Asquith.RtHn.Herliert  Henry 

Austin,  Sir  John  (Yorkshire) 

Baker,  Sir  John 

Bayley,  Thomas  (Derbyshire) 

Billson,  Alfred 

Bolton,  Thomas  Dolling 

Broad  burst,  Henry 

Bryce,  Rt.  Hon.  «fames 

Burl,  Thomas 

Buxtun,  Sydney  Charles 

Caldwell,  James 

Campbell-Bannerman,  Sir  H, 


NOES. 

I   Causton,  Richard  Knight 
I  Cawley,  Frederick 
I  C banning,  Francis  Allston 
I  Clark, Dr.  G.B.(Caithnes8-Bhire 
Clough,  Walter  Owen 
Doogan,  P.  C. 

Fos  er,  Sir  Walter (Dprby  Co. 
(ioddard,  Daniel  Ford 
(Jrev,  Sir  Edward  (Berwick) 
Gritoth,  Ellis  J. 
Gurdon,  Sir  William  Brampton 
Haldane,  Richard  Burdon 
Hayne,  Rt.  Hn.  Charles  Seale- 


Hazell,  Walter 

Hedderwick,  Thomas  Chas.  H. 
Henn»hill,  Rt.  Hon.  C.  H. 
Horniman,  Frederick  John 
Jones,  William  (Camarvonsh. 
Kearley,  Hudson  E. 
Laml)ert,  (Je^rge 
LawsonSir Wilfrid  (Cum Viand 
Macalee.se,  Daniel 
M 'Arthur,  William  (Cornwall 
M'Kenna,  Reginald 
Mendl,  Sigismund  Ferdinand 
Morton,  £dw.  J.C.(DevQnport) 
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Norton.  (Captain  Cecil  William 
Oldroyd,  Mark 
l*ea»e,  Joneph  A.  (Nnrthniub. 
PiiilippR,  John  Wynfonl 
Pickenimll,  Edward  Hare 
Provand,  Andrew  Dry  burgh 
ItoliertM,  John  Bryn  (Eifion) 
Kobnon,  Willia  ii  Snowdon 
Shaw,  Thomas  (Hawick  B.) 
Sinclair,  Capt.  John  (FurfarHb. 


{16  May  1899} 

Soaine8,  Arthur  WelleHley 
Stead  man,  William  Charlea 
SteveiiHon,  Francis  S. 
Stuart,  James*  (Shoreditch) 
Sullivan,  Donal  (Westmeath) 
Tlioma8,DavidAlfi*ed(Merthyr 
Trevelyan,  Charles  Philips 
Wallace,  Robert  (Perth) 
W^al  ton,  John  Lawson  ( Leed  b,  S. 
Whit  taker,  ThoniaH  Palmer 


GavenwmU  BUL 
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WilliamB,JohnCarvell  (Nott*. 
Wilson,  Henry  J.  (York,  W.  K. 
Wilson,  John  (Durham,  MM.) 
Wilwn,  John  ((iovan) 
Woodhouse,SirJ.T(Hudd*rHfd 

Tellers  for  the  Noes— 
Mr.  Lough  and  Mr.  John 
Rums. 


Clause  added. 

♦Colonel  LOCKWOOD  (F^sex,  Ep- 
piiig)  moved  the  following  new 
clause : — 

**  The  council  of  each  metropolitan  l)orou(;h 
hIiaH  within  nix  months  of  the  |Ni8Hing  of  this 
Act,  at  tlieir  own  expense,  provide  and  keep 
a  supply  of  pure  and  wholesome  water  in  ail 
the  clrinking  fountains  and  cattle  troughs  now 
lielonging  to  the  Metropolitan  Drinking 
Fountain  and  Cattle  Trough  Association 
situate  in  tlieir  respective  Imroughs,  and  shall 
maintain  and  keep  the  same  in  good  re^iair 
and  condition." 

He  did  not  desire  in  any  way  to  overdo 
the  Bill ;  he  merely  asked  the  Govern- 
ment to  provide  reasonable  facilities  for 
the  supply  of  water  in  London.' 


New  clause  (borough  council  to  pro- 
vide supply  of  water) — {Cohnel  Look- 
wood) — brought  up,  ana  read  the  first 
time. 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed — 
"  That  the  clause  be  read  a  second  time." 


Sir  R.  B.  FINLAY  agi-eed  that  there 
should  be  a  proper  supply  of  fine  and 
wholesome  water,  but  he  submitted  that 
it  was  hardly  proper  to  insert  in  a  Bill  of 
this  kind  a  clause  dealing  with  such 
details. 


Mr.  STUART  said  he  was  so  delighted 
to  find  himself  at  last  in  agreement  with 
the  honoiu*able  and  gallant  Gentleman  on 
a  water  question  that  he  hoped  the 
honourable  and  gallant  Gentleman  would 
divide. 


Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  said  he  should 
certainly  support  the  honourable  Mem- 


ber if  he  divided  on  the  matter,  because 
there  was  no  doubt  that  the  vestries  who 
had  the  management  of  the  fountains 
in  certain  parts  of  London  had  not  kept 
them  in  a  proper  condition.  He  was 
personally  interested  in  one  of  the  foun- 
tains, which  was  erected  by  members  of 
his  family  in  commemoration  of  a  certain 
event,  and  he  was  certainly  ready  on 
behalf  of  those  who  were  interested  in 
the  fountain  to  put  it  in  proper  repair, 
and  then  hand  it  over  to  the  borough 
council.  But  at  present  there  were  great 
difficulties  with  regard  to  this  and  many 
other  fountains,  because  in  some  cases 
the  vestries  had  taken  them  over  and  put 
them  in  proper  condition,  and  m  other 
cases  had  not.  He  thought  it  would  be 
a  very  great  advantage  to  the  metropolis 
as  a  whole  if  the  matter  were  handed 
over  in  every  case  to  the  l)orough  council. 
The  clause  seemed  to  be  a  very  proper 
one. 


Mr.  BANBURY  said  he  admitted  that 
it  would  not  be  advisable  to  put  on  the 
new  borough  councils  the  management  of 
all  sorts  of  philanthropic  institutions. 
This,  however,  was  a  very  small  matter. 
It  was  already  undertaken  by  some  of  the 
vestries,  and  unless  some  intimation  on 
the  subject  was  given  in  the  method  pro- 
posed to  the  borough  councils  it  would 
very  likely  escape  their  notice.  It  must, 
however,  be  remembered  that  the  foun- 
tains were  provided  by  private  subscrip- 
tions ;  those  private  subscriptions  might 
cease  at  any  moment,  and  then  would  also 
cease  a  very  good  and  useful  supply  of 
water.  He  hoped,  under  these  circum- 
stances, the  Government  would  reconsidei* 
this  very  small  question  and  accept  the 
Amendment  proposed  by  his  honourable 
and  gallant  friend. 


Mr.  LOWLES  said  he  thought  this 
was  a  very  proper  and  wholesome  pro- 
posal.    To  empower  local  authorities  to 
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keep  water — sweet,  pure,  and  clean — in 
the  drinking  troughs  would  encourage 
the  provision  of  such  troughs  by  kindly 
persons  and  benefit  the  animal  world  in 
London.  The  only  alternative  was  water 
troughs  outside  public  -  houses.  He 
strongly  supported  the  Amendment. 


Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Of  course 
everybody  must  sympathise  with  the 
object  of  my  honourable  friend  in  wishing 
to  benefit  poor  dumb  animals.  There  is 
no  dispute  about  that.  But  let  honour- 
able Members  consider  what  they  are 
doing  if  they  introduce  this  clause.  This 
is  one  of  a  large  number  of  functions 
which  it  may  be  possible  to  place  upon 
the  new  borough  councils,  and  I  under- 
stand that  an  honourable  Member  has 
already  suggested  cabmen's  shelters  as 
another.  I  think  cabmen's  shelters  are 
quite  as  important,  but  it  would  be  inex- 
pedient to  go  through  all  the  possible 
philanthropic  duties  which  may  be  incor- 
porated in  a  Bill  of  this  description.  If 
the  House  thinks  it  necessary  to  throw 
on  the  new  authorities  the  duty  of  sup- 
plying water  for  cattle  and  horses,  well 
and  good  ;  but  you  must  clearly  leave  it 
to  them  to  devise  the  method  by  which 
that  is  to  be  carried  out.  To  transfer  to 
their  shoulders  the  care  of  cabmen's 
shelters  and  drinking  troughs,  in  addition 
to  the  heavy  responsibilities  already 
undertaken  by  them,  would  be  inexpedient, 
contrary  to  legislative  practice,  and  could 
not  with  advantage  be  adopted. 


Mr.  LOUGH  said  he  thought  that  the 
right  honourable  Gentleman  in  charge  of 
the  Bill  really  misunderstood  the  clause. 
As  far  as  he  (Mr.  Lough)  understood  it 
the  object  was  not  to  compel  the  council 
to  do  anything  in  the  matter,  but  to  give 
them  power  to  do  so.  He  thought  a 
certain  latitude  should  be  given  to  them 
to  discharge  these  duties  if  they  thought 
fit.  The  right  honourable  Gentleman 
had  announced  himself  in  favour  of  the 

Erinciple  of  the  clause,  and  he  (Mr. 
ough)  asked  the  Government  to  adopt 
it.  It  seemed,  perhaps,  a  small  matter, 
but  there  was  a  great  deal  in  it,  involving 
as  it  did  the  comfort  both  of  human 
beings  and  of  animals  of  all  kinds.     He 

Mr,  Lowles, 


thought  the  clause  might  be  made  per- 
missive, and  in  that  way  adopted. 


^Mr.  marks  said  it  was  not  a  question 
of  a  permissive  clause.  To  put  on  every 
borough  an  absolute  obligation  to  take 
over  the  drinking  troughs  and  fountains 
of  the  Metropolitan  Drinking  Fountain 
and  Cattle  Troughs  Association  would 
certainly  be  a  very  strong  order.  More- 
over, the  water  was  to  be  provided  at  the 
expense  of  the  boroughs.  There  were 
some  honoiu-able  Members  who  had  harl 
experience  of  the  methods  of  the  London 
water  companies  in  their  treatment  of  the 
wants  of  man  who  might  be  disposed,  not 
unnaturally,  to  think  that  they  might 
make  some  compensation  for  their  treat- 
ment of  man  by  supplying  this  water  for 
the  beasts  at  their  own  expense  ;  and  if 
such  a  proposal  were  made  it  woiild 
certainly  receive  support  from  some 
honourable  Members  who  represented  East 
End  constituencies  and  knew  something 
of  the  water  question  there. 


Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  said  the  proper 
way  to  secure  the  realisation  of  the 
humane  and  excellent  object  of  the 
honourable  and  gallant  Member  was  for 
all  honourable  Members  who  had  any 
influence  with  water  companies — and  there 
were  many  who  had  more  than  he  (Mr. 
Burns)  had — to  put  do  wn  at  their  next  board 
meeting  a  resolution  to  the  effect  that 
borough  councils  that  applied  for  per- 
mission to  have  the  fountains  and  troughs 
under  their  control  should  have  such 
water  as  they  required  supplied  free  of 
charge.  If  the  honourable  and  gallant 
Member  for  Epping  and  the  honourable  ' 
Member  for  Peckham  would  move  such  a 
resolution  at  the  next  meeting  of  the 
West  Middlesex  or  the  East  London 
Water  Company  it  would  be  the  best 
stimulus  for  the  borough  councils  to  dis- 
charge these  duties  they  could  possibly 
give  them. 


Question  put — 


The   Committee  divided  : — Ayes,   60 ; 
Noes,  151.     (Division  List,  No.  155.) 
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It  being  after  midnight,  the  Chairman 
left  the  Chair  to  make  his  Report  to  the 
House. 


Committee    report   Progress ;     to    sit 
again  upon  Thursday. 


SUPREME     COURT     (APPEALS)     BILL 

[Lords]. 

Lords  Amendment  to  Commons 
Amendments  to  be  considered  forthwith  ; 
considered,  and  agreed  to. 


POST     OFFICE     (TELEPHONE    EX- 
CHANGES). 

Return  presented, — relative  thereto 
(ordered  16th  May;  Mr.  Provand) ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
[No.  20L] 


British  Subjects. 
QUESTIONS. 


s:^() 


THE     TRANSVAAL  —  ARREST      <  )F 
BRITISH  SUIUECTS. 

On  the  Motion  that  the  House  do  now 
adjourn, 

Mr.  ELLIS  J.  GRIFFITH  (Anglesey) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  thr 
Colonies  whether  he  had  heard  that  cer- 
tain British  subjects  had  been  arrested  in 
the  Transvaal  for  high  trciison,  and 
whether  he  could  give  the  House  any 
information  on  the  subject. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  foi: 
THE  COLONIES  (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain, 
Birmingham,  W.) :  I  have  seen  a  telegram 
to  that  effect  from  one  of  the  Agencies  ; 
but  I  have  no  official  information  of  aiiv 
kind. 

Adjoumetl  at  ten  minutes  afU^r 
Twelve  of  the  cliM^k 
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Coventry  (two),"  presented,  and  read  the 
first  time ;  to  be  referred  to  the  Ex- 
aminei-s  of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  and 
to  be  printed.     [Bill  211.] 

LOCAL    CiOVEUNMENT     PROVISIONAJ. 
ORDERS  (No.  13)  RILL. 

" To  c()iifirni  coitain  l*rovisional  Ordera 
of  the  Lociil  (4ovenmicnt  Board  relating 
to  the   counties  of    Warwick  and  Wor- 
cester," presented,  and  read  the  first  time  ; 
As   amended,   considered ;   to  be  read  i  to  be  reterre<l  to  the  Examiners  of  Peti- 
the  third  time.  !  tions  for  Piivate  Bills,  and  to  be  printed. 


PIlirATE    HILL   BUSL\ESS. 


LINCOLN  AND  EAST  COAST  RAILWAY 
AND  DOCK  HILL. 


»« 
^ 


§ 


s2 

I 


rXBRII)(;E  AND  RICKMANSWORTH 
RAILWAY  RILL. 

As   amendcnl,    considered ;   to  be  read 
tlie  thinl  time. 

ERIENDS'  PROVIDENT  INSTITUTION 

RILL  [Loitls]. 

Read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 


[Rill  212.] 


PETITIONS, 


ROROIGH  FUNDS  ACT,  1872. 

Petitions  for  alteration  of  Law ; — From 
baling  ; — Sunderland  ;  and,  Leadgate  ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


IIASTIN(;S    AND    ST.    LEONARDS   GAS 

RILL  [Lorils]. 

Read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 


(iROUND    RENTS    (TAXATION     B\^ 
LOCAL    AUTHORITIES). 

Petitions  in  favour  ; — From  Darwen  ; — 
INFANT    ORPHAN    ASY'LUM    BILL     I  ^^^^  Swansea  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


"3 


[Lords]. 
Ucc'ul  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

RENFREW  BURGH  AND  HARBOUR 
EXTENSION  BILL  [Lords]. 

Read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

ELECTRIC    LUiHTING   PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  3)  BILL. 

Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


^ 


"^^^    LOCAL    (U)VERNMENT    PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS  (No.  12). 


LIQUOR  TRAFFIC  LOCAL  VETO  (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 

Petition  from  Lochee,  in  favour ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

LOCAL    AUTHORITIES    SERVANTS' 
SUPERANNUATION   BILL. 

Petition  from  EiUing,  in  favour ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

MINES  (EICaiT  HOURS)  BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour,  from  Wallaton  ; — 


% 


'■O 


Bill    to    confirm     certain    Provisional    ^ewmarketSilkstone;— Nunnery  No.  1;— 
Onlers  of  the  Local  Government  Boanl '  ^^^1^^*^^^'^"/ —  f'^'JV^^^ 
relating     to      Bournemouth,      Bradf oni    ^^ng ;— and,  Cadeby  Mam  Collienes ;  to  lie 

(Yorks.),  and  Coventry  (two),  ordered  to    "P^"  ^"^  ^^*^'^- 

be  brought  in  by  Mr.  T.  W.   Russell  and  ,.*mwxT/.  ^r^  m«  .^TT.vT...ixr  ^ttt 

Mr.  Chaplin.  ^^^"^G  OF  MACHINERY  BILL. 

!      Petition  from  Benfieldside,  against ;  to 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT    PROVISIONAL    He  upon  the  Table. 
ORDER  (No.  13).         •  I 

Bill  to  confirm  a  Provisional  Order  of  '      ^^LE  OF  FOOD  AND  DRUGS  BILL. 

the  Local  Government  Boaixl  relating  to        Petition  from  Halifax,  in  favour ;  to  lie 

the  counties  of  Warwick  and  Worcester,  ,  upon  the  Table. 

ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  T.  W.  ' 

Rus.sell  and  Mr.  Chaplin.  SALE  OF  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS  ON 

^  1  SUNDAY  BILL. 

LOCAL   (GOVERNMENT    PROVISIONAL'      Petitions     in     favour;  — from     Chel- 

ORDERS  (No.  12)  BILL.  ^  gton  ;  —  Kirby  Stephen  ;  —Torquay  ;  — 

"  To  confirm  ceitain  Provisional  Onlers    Kingsherswell ; — Manchester; — Frenehay; 

of  the  LociU  Government  Board  relating    Great  Yarmouth  ; — and,   Aylesbury  ;    to 

to  Bournemouth,   Bradford  (Yorks.),  and    lie  upon  the  Table. 
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TOWN  COUNCILS  (SCOTLAND)  HILL. 

Petition  from  Castle  Douglas,  in  favour ; 
to  lie  upon  the  table. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  dr.. 


PATENTS,  DESIGNS,  AND  TRADE 

MARKS. 

Paper    [presented    16th    May]    to    be 
printed.     [No.  202.] 


PUBLIC  REVENUE  (AGGREGATE 
RECEIPTS). 

Return     presented, — relative     thereto  '  Committee  of  the  House   of   Commons, 


1887,  which  was  the  first  year  the  measure 
was  introduced,  there  had  been  majorities 
in  favour  of  the  principle  of  the  IJill 
varying  from  152  to  about  100.  Although 
those  majorities  had  decreased  in  the  last 
year  or  two  he  thought  he  could  show  that 
this  was  not  due  to  any  increased  strength 
of  the  opposition  to  the  Bill,  but  rather  to 
the  fact  that  the  supporters  of  the  Bill 
regarded  its  Second  Reading  as  a  foregone 
conclusion,  and  did  not  think  it  necessary 
to  come  down  to  the  House  to  vote. 
But  more  than  that,  this  Bill  had  not 
only  passed  a  Second  Reading  with  con- 
siderable majorities,  but  it  had  also  gone 
through  the  ordeal,  in  1887,  of  a  Select 


ordered  28th  April ;  Mr.  Gibson  Bowles] ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


and  in  1895,  which  was  the  last  session 
of  the  late  Parliament,  the  measure  was 
not  only  read  a  second  time,  but  Wiis 
also  referred  to  the  Grand  Committee  on 
Trade,  and  although  it  was  received  with 
a  certain  amount  of  opposition  hy  some 
members  of  that  Committee,  the  Bill  was 
reported  unamended  to  the  House.  He 
firmly  believed  that  in  that  year  the 
measure  would  have  passed  a  thin  I 
reading  had  it  not  been  for  the  fact  that 
the  Government  found  themselves  obliged 
to  take  up  the  whole  time  of  the  Hoiuse. 


RATING  OF  MACHINERY  BILL. 

Second  Reading. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HOULDSWORTH 
(Manchester,  N.W.)  said  he  regretted 
that   his  honourable  friend  tho  MemW ,  jj^  ^,.^  ^^       ^        ^^^^  ^^      ^^  „^.^,^.^ 

for   South   Somerset    who  had  intended  ,  ,,^d   ^^^  assistance  of   the   Government 

to  move    the    Second    Ivcading  of  this    ^.j^^^^  f^^^  ^„^         ^    ^^  ^^^  ^^j,,^,.  ^.j^,, 

Bill    waa    unable  to  be    present  owing  I  ^^    ^  ^^  j^jg  3;^ 

to  illness,  and  under  these  circumstances       ° 

he  had  been  requested  to  move  the  Second       ^^^-^^  y^-      ^^^^^^  ^^  ^,f  ^^,,^i^.,, 

R^ing  As  this  Bill  had  not  been  ^^at  40  Mem1,ei-8  were  not  present,  the 
before  the  present  Parhament,  although  it  ^^^^^  ^,^  ^^^^  ,  ^,,.  ^  {  ,^,„,  .,4 
had  been  introduced  and  passed  Second  •-        -  .    -    v  r  » 


Reading  in  many  Sessions  of  other  Parlia- 
ments, it  might  be  convenient,  and  he 
thought  it  was  rather  important,  that  he 
should  give  a  short  account  of  the  history 
of  the  ^ill.  It  had  been  introduced  no 
less  than  ten  times  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  it  had  passed  a  Second 
Reading  no  less  than  seven  times,  with 
very  large  majorities.  He  held  in  his 
hand  a   list  of   those  majorities.     Since 


Members  only  being  present,  Mr.  Spciiker 
retired  from  the  Chair  until  Four  of  the 
clock,  when  the  House  was  again  told  hy 
Mr.  Speaker,  and,  34  Members  ordy  bein^j; 
present,  the  House  was  adjourned  by 
Mr.  Speaker  without  question  first  put 
till  to-morrow. 


Adjourned  at  Four  of  tlie 

clock. 
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The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  acquain- 
ted the  House  that  the  Clerk  of  the  Parlia- 
ments hafl  laid  upon  the  Table  the  Certi- 
ficates from  the  Examiners  that  the 
further  Standing  Orders  applicable  to  the 
following  Bills  Imvebeen  complied  with : — 

KENSINGTON     AND     NOTTING    HILL 
ELECTRIC    LIGHTING. 

MIDLAND    AND    SOUTH-WESTERN 
JUNCTION   RAILWAY. 

AYR    BURGH. 

And  also  the  Certificates  that  the 
Standing  Orders  applicable  to  the  follow- 
ing Bilk  have  been  complied  with  : — 

GAS    ORDERS   CONFIRMATION   (No.  1) 

[Loi-dfl]. 


GAS   ORDERS   CONFIRMATION   (No.  2) 
«  [Lords]. 

WATER   ORDERS    CONFIRMATION 

[Lords]. 

The  same  were  ordered  to  lie  on   the 
Table. 
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YORKE  ESTATE  BILL  [Lords]. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  acquainted 
the  House  that,  in  pursuance  of  Standing 
Order  No.  163a,  relating  to  Private  Bills, 
he  had,  on  the  requisition  of  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees,  appointed  William 
Howard  Winterbotham,  Official  Solicitor 
to  the  Supreme  Court  of  Judicatiu-e,  as 
guardian  or  protector  of  the  infant 
James  Hamilton  Langdon  Yorke,  named 
in  the  Bill,  to  represent  such  infant 
before  the  Committee  on  the  Bill. 

STHETFORD    URBAN    DISTRICT 
COUNCIL    (TRAMWAYS)    BILL    [Lords]. 

Reported  with  Amendments. 

MOSS  SIDE  URBAN  DISTRICT  COUNCIL 
(TRAMWAYS)  BILL  [Lonls]. 

Reported  with  Amendments. 

LOWESTOFT  WATER  AND  GAS    BILL 

[Lords]. 

Reported  with  Amendments. 
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WITHINGTON     URBAN     DISTRICT 
COUNCIL    (TRAMWAYS)   BILL    [Lords], 

Reported  with  Amendments. 

GROSVENOR  CHAPEL  (LONDON)  BILL 

[Lords]. 

Reported  with  Amendments. 

WHITEHAVEN    CORPORATION   BILL 

[Lords]. 

Reported  from  the  Select  Committee, 
with  Amendments. 

EDINBURGH  CORPORATION   BILL. 

Read  2',  and  committed;  the  Com- 
mittee to  be  proposed  by  the  Committee 
of  Selection. 

GATESHEAD    AND   DISTRICT    TRAM- 

WAYS  BILL. 

Read  2",  and  committed. 

GOOLE   URBAN    DISTRICT  COUNCIL 

BILL. 

Read  2*,  and  committed;  the  Com- 
mittee to  be  proposed  by  the  Committee 
of  Selection. 

TENTERDEN  RAILWAY  BILL. 
Read  3*,  and  passed. 

LOUGHBOROUGH  CORPORATION  BILL 

[Lords]. 

Read  3*,  and  passed,  and  sent  to  the 
Commons. 

COLONIAL  AND  FOREIGN   BANKS 
GUARANTEE     FUND     BILL     [Lords]. 

Read  3%  and  passed,  and  sent  to  the 
Commons. 

BRIGHTON    MARINE    PALACE   AND 
PIER  BILL  [Lords]. 

Read  3%  and  passed,  and  sent  to  the 
Commons. 

FURNESS  RAILWAY  BILL  [Lords]. 
Read  3%  and  passed,  and  sent  to  the 
Commons. 

STRETFORD  GAS  BILL  [Lords]. 
Read  3*,  and  passed,  and  sent  to  the 
Commons. 

PAISLEY    AND    BARRHEAD  DISTRICT 
RAILWAY  BILL  [Lords]. 

Read  3*,  and  passed,  and  sent  to  the 
Commons. 
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passed,  and  returned  to  the  Commons. 

AIRE  AND  CALDER  NAVIGATION  BILL 

Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  1* 
and  referred  to  the  Examiners. 


BAKER      STREET     AND     WATERLOO 
RAILWAY  BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  1" 
and  referred  to  the  Examiners. 


BELFAST  WATER  BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons ;  read  l'* 
and  referred  to  the  Examiners. 

BIRMINGHAM    CORPORATION   BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons ;  read  1* 
and  referred  to  the  Examiners. 

CORK  CORPORATION  (FINANCE)  BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons ;  read  1" ; 
and  referred  to  the  Examiners. 

DUBLIN     CORPORATION     (MARKETS) 

BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons ;  read  1* ; 
and  referred  to  the  Examiners. 

EAST  LONDON  WATER  BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons ;  read  1*  ; 
and  referred  to  the  Examiners. 

GREAT   WESTERN  AND    GREAT   CEN- 
TRAL RAILWAY  COMPANIES  BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  1*  ; 
and  referred  to  the  Examiners. 

LINCOLN  AND  EAST  COAST  RAILWAY 
AND  DOCK  BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  1" ; 
and  referred  to  the  Examiners. 

LONDON  AND  NORTH  WESTERN  RAIL- 
WAY (ADDITIONAL  POWERS)  BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons ;  read  1"  ; 
and  referr^  to  the  Examiners. 

LONDON,  BRIGHTON,  AND  SOUTH 
COAST  RAILWAY  (VARIOUS 
POWERS)    BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons ;  read  1*  ; 
and  referred  to  the  Examiners. 

LONDON,     CHATHAM,     AND     DOVER 
RAILWAY  BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons ;  read  1"  ; 
and  referred  to  the  Examiners. 


MANCHESTER     CORPORATION 
(GENERAL  POWERS)  BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons ;  read  1* ; 
and  referred  to  the  Examiners. 


MILTON  CREEK  CONSERVANCY  BILL 

Brought  from  the  Commonsj  read  1" ; 
and  referred  to  the  Examiners. 


NORTH   PEMBROKESHIRE  AND   FISH- 
GUARD  RAILWAY  BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  1*; 
and  referred  to  the  Examiners. 


UXBRIDGE     AND     RICKMANSWORTH 
RAILWAY  BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  1* ; 
and  referred  to  the  Examiners. 

SURREY    COMMERCIAL    DOCKS    BILL 

[Lords]. 

Returned  from  the  Commons  agreed  U>. 

HORSFORTH  URBAN   DISTRICT  COUN- 
CIL (WATER)  BILL. 

Returned  from  the  Commons  with  the 
Amendments  agreed  to. 

COALVILLE     URBAN    DISTRICT     GAS 

BILL  [Lords]. 

Returned  from  the  Commons  agreed  to, 
with  Amendments. 

WEST     HIGHLAND     RAILWAY      BILL 

[Lords]. 

Returned  from  the  Commons  agreed  to, 
with  Amendments. 

WESTON  -  SUPER  -  MARE,  CLEVEDON, 
AND  PORTISHEAD  TRAMWAYS 
COMPANY  (LIGHT  RAILWAY  EX- 
TENSIONS) BILL  [Lords]. 

Reported  from  the  Select  Committee, 
with  Amendments. 

ELECTRIC   LIGHTING   PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  1)  BILL. 

Committed  to  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House. 

JONES'S  DIVORCE  BILL  [Lords]. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
order)  :  An  Amendment  made  :  Standing 
Committee  negatived ;  The  Report  of 
Amendment  to  be  received  on  Thursday 
the  1st  of  June  next. 

GAS  ORDERS  CONFIRMATION  (No.  1) 

BILL  [Lords]. 

Read  2"  (according  to  order). 
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<;AS  orders  confirmation  (No.  2) 

BILL  [Lords]. 

Head  2"  (according  to  order). 

WATER  ORDERS  CONFIRMATION 
BILL  [Lords]. 

Read  2^*  (according  to  order). 

ELECTRIC  LIGHTINO  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  3)  BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  Read  V ; 
to  be  printed ;  and  referred  to  the 
Examiners.     [No.  96.] 

PORTSMOUTH  CORPORATION  BILL 

[LonU]. 

MARYPORT  HARBOUR  BILL  [Lords]. 

WATERMEN'S  AND  LIGHTERMEN'S 
ACTS  AMENDMENT  BILL  [Lonls]. 

WORKINGTON  CORPORATION  WATER 

BILL  [Lords]. 

IIREAT  EASTERN  RAILWAY  (GENERAL 
POWERS)  BILL  [Lords]. 

SOUTHPORT  AND  LYTHAM  TRAM- 
ROAD  BILL  [Lords]. 

SOUTHPORT  TRAMWAYS  BILL  [Lords]. 

NORTH  STAFFORDSHIRE  RAILWAY 
BILL  [Lords]. 

LONDON    AND    SOUTH-WESTERN 
RAILWAY  BILL  [Lords]. 

Report  from  the  Committee  of  Selec- 
tion, That  the  following  Lords  be  pro- 
jK)sed  to  the  House  to  form  the  Select 
Committee  for  the  consideration  of  the 
sjiid  Bills,  viz. : — 

M.  Hertford, 

V.  Powerscourt, 

L.  Farnham, 

L.  Monck  (V.  Monck), 

L.  Herries  (chairman) ; 

agreed  to ;  and  the  said  Lords  appointed 
accordingly :  The  Committee  to  meet  on 
Tuesday,  6th  of  June  next,  at  Eleven  of  the 
clock;  and  all  petitions  referred  to  the 
Committee,  with  leave  to  the  petitioners 
praying  to  be  heard  by  counsel  against 
the  Bills  to  be  heard  as  desired,  as  also 
counsel  for  the  Bills. 


METROPOLITAN  WATER  COMPANIES 

BILL. 

Amendment  considered. 


Earl  CARRINGTON  :  Lord  Tweed- 
mouth  has  explained  the  Amendment 
which  stands  on  the  Paper  in  my  name 
so  thoroughly  that  I  will  content  myself 
on  this  occasion  by  formally  moving  it : — 

Amendment  moved,  "  At  end  of  Clause  2  to 
add, '  and  pronded  that  the  total  amount  of 
such  stock  »hall  not  excee<1  five  hundred 
thousand   pounds.'" — (Earl  Carrington.) 

> 

Lord  JAMES  of  HEREFORD:  I 
promised  Lord  Tweedmouth  that  I  would 
communicate  with  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  to  find  out 
whether  he  could  see  his  way  to  agree 
to  the  insertion  of  these  words,  and  I 
have  done  so.  I  am  sorry  that  the  right 
honourable  Gentleman  cannot  agree  to 
the  Amendment.  When  it  was  intro- 
duced in  the  House  of  Commons  he 
fought  it  tooth  and  nail,  and  he  says  he 
cannot  now  eat  his  words. 

Earl  CARRINGTON :  If  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board  is 
unable  to  eat  his  words,  I  have  not 
another  word  to  say,  except  to  express 
my  regret  that  the  noble  Lord  is  unable 
to  accept  the  Amendment.  The  majority 
of  the  electors  of  London  must  bow  to 
the  inevitable.  All  that  we  have  been 
able  to  do  is  to  make  a  gallant  but  some- 
what unsuccessful  attempt  to  save  the 
money  of  the  ratepayers  in  days  to  come. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  I  re- 
gret that  the  noble  Marquess  at  the  head 
of  the  Government  is  not  here  to-night.  I 
had  cherished  the  hope,  after  hearing  the 
speech  of  the  Prime  Minister  the  other 
evening,  that  this  Amendment  would  be 
accepted.  The  argument  of  the  noble 
Marquess  tended  in  the  direction  of 
showing  that  the  Bill  would  not  do  much 
harm,  and  that  in  all  probability  there 
would  be  no  further  water  famine.  If 
this  is  the  case,  then  I  regret  that  the 
Amendment  has  not  been  accepted,  for  I 
am  not  so  sanguine  as  to  expect  that 
there  may  not  be  a  considerable  expendi- 
ture entailed. 

Lord  JAMES  of  HEREFORD:  The 
expenditure  can  only  take  place  in  cases 
of  great  emergency.  The  re  is  a  sec^'id 
protection — ^that  until  seven  years  have 
elapsed,  if  any  purchase  of  the  under- 
taWngs  of  these  companies  takes  place, 
no  credit  can  be  given  to  the  companies 
for  any  expenditure  under  this  Bill. 
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Earl  CARRINGTON  :  The  Bill  leaves 
A  loophole  for  a  great  expenditure 
which  the  ratepayers  of  London  wish  to 
avoid,  and  which  they  will  have  to  pay 
lor  in  the  future. 

Amendment  negatived. 

An  Amendment  made :  Then  Standing 
Order  No.  39  considered  (according 
to  order)',  and  dispensed  with  :  Bill  read 
3'  with  the  Amendments,  and  passed,  and 
Returned  to  the  Commons. 

OYSTERS  BILL  [Lords]. 

Second  Reading. 

Order  of  the  day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing read. 

*LoRD  HARRIS  :  My  Lords,  I  have  to 
ask  your  Lordships  to  give  a  Second  Read- 
ing to  this  Bill,  which  I  may,  perhaps, 
describe  as  another  step  in  the  legisla- 
tive process  which  endeavours  to  make 
more  sanitary  the  sun-oundings  of  crea- 
tures which  supply  food  for  man,  and  I 
may  point  out  that  there  are  precedents 
for  legislation  of  this  character  in  the 
Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Act  of 
1878.  There  are  also  several  Acts  of 
Parliament  which  apply  to  oysters,  in 
particular  the  Fisheries  Act  of  1877, 
which  empowered  the  Board  of  Trade  to 
prohibit  the  dredging  of  oysters  on  cer- 
tain banks.  The  county  council  or  the 
Local  Government  Board  were  empowered 
to  have  the  water  examined  in  which 
oysters  were  laid  in  order  to  see  whether 
there  were  any  insanitary  conditions 
affecting  them.  The  causes  which  ren- 
dered it  necessary  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Government  to  bring  forward  this  Bill 
were  primarily  the  grave  suspicions  that 
have  attached  to  the  oyster  of  late  years. 
As  long  ago  as  1880  Sir  Charles  Cameron, 
the  Medical  Officer  of  Health  for  Dublin, 
read  a  paper  on  the  possible  relations  of 
typhoid  fever  to  the  consumption  of 
polluted  oysters,  and  the  risk  of  sewage 
contamination  to  oysters  laid  down  in 
Dublin  Bay.  In  1889  cases  of  enteric  in 
Dublin  were  regarded  as  possibly  due  to 
oysters.  In  1893  an  outbreak  of  cholera 
in  this  country  raised  a  very  strong  sus- 
picion that  it  was  due  to  oysters,  and 
official  representations  were  made  to  the 
Local  Government  Board  in  1894  re- 
specting the  condition  of  storing  oysters 


in  readiness  for  market.  In  1894  also  an 
outburst  of  enteric  fever  at  the  Wesleyan 
University,  Connecticut,  was  traced  un- 
doubtedly to  oysters  fattened  in  an 
estuary  near  the  outfall  of  a  specifically 
infected  drain.  In  1896  the  Acad/mte  (h 
Medicine  in  Paris  received  a  paper  from 
Dr.  Chantemesse  dealing  with  the  cause 
of  the  outbreak  of  typhoid  in  a  town  in 
France,  and  passed  a  resolution  to  the 
effect  that  the  consumption  of  oysters 
kept  in  polluted  layings  might  cause 
typhoid  fever,  and  demanded  that  oysters 
derived  from  localities  known  to  be  con- 
taminated should  be  deposited  for  a 
period  of  eight  days  before  their  sale  at 
some  point  on  the  coast  washed  by  pure 
sea  water.  In  1898  an  outbreak  in  Essex 
induced  the  Local  Government  Board  to 
cause  an  inquiry  to  be  made  by  Dr. 
Buchanan,  who  was  satisfied  that  the  out- 
break was  due  to  ovsters  which  had  been 
taken  up  from  certain  layers  at  a  noted 
town  on  the  Essex  coast.  In  consequence 
of  these  suspicions  and  some  representa- 
tions made  by  medical  men,  as  well  as 
from  the  pressure  brought  to  bear  by 
local  authorities  and  dealers  in  oysters 
whose  trade  was  seriously  affected  by 
these  suspicions,  the  Local  Grovernment 
Board  determined  in  1895  that  its  medical 
department  should  undertake  a  compre- 
hensive inquiry  into  the  circumstances  in 
which  the  oyster  was  cultivated,  and 
stored  around  our  coast.  Dr.  Bulstrode 
examined  every  one  of  the  oyster  beds  on 
the  coast  of  England  and  Wales.  In  the 
course  of  his  investigations  he  found  that 
in  many  cases  oysters  are  laid  in  dan- 
gerous proximity  to  the  mouths  of  drains, 
where  it  is  possible  for  the  sewage 
effluent  to  flow  over  the  oyster  bed.  Ih 
order  to  prove  my  case,  I  will  read  to 
your  Lordships  the  description  he  gives 
of  the  conditions  under  which  he  found 
oysters  being  removed  for  human  eon- 
sumption.  I  think  it  would  be  only  fair 
that  I  should  not  give  the  names  of  these 
places,  because  this  report  was  made  in 
1896,  and  it  is  possible  that  in  the 
interval  the  condition  of  things  may  have 
been  improved.  The  Local  Government 
Board  have  no  information  on  that  point, 
but  we  hope  it  may  be  so.  Writing  of 
one  place.  Dr.  Bulstrode  said : 

**  Several  of  the  mercIiantH  posseas  floating 
boxes,  in  wliich  oysters  not  required  for  imme- 
diate pale  are  from  time  to  time  deposited. 
Tliene  boxes  are  moored  a  short  distance  south 
of  the  pier  pavilion,  one  of  them  at  the  time  of 
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my  visit  being  36  yards  from  the  nearest  lava- 
tory closet  drain  pipe,  at  the  foot  of  which 
pipe  I  discovered  solid  f cecal  matter." 

Of  another  place  Dr.  Bulstrode  said  : 

**  The  storage  pits  belong  to  divers  owners. 
The  position  of  each  pit  is  such  as  to  court 
contamination  by  sewage  of  the  oysters  con- 
tained therein.  In  eacli  instance  there  is, 
within  a  few  yards,  a  drain  serving  a  consider- 
able number  of  houses." 

After  describing  the  discharge  of  the 
sewage  on  the  foreshore  of  the  creek,  at 
another  place,  he  says : 

"  Under  these  circumstancee  it  is  difficult  to 
anderstand  how  the  oysters  near  can  fail  to  be 
polluted  thereby.  There  can  be  little  doubt 
that  the  ovster  layings  near  the  outfalls  are 
in  especial  danger  of  sewage  pollution." 

Of  another  place  Dr.  Bulstrode  said  : 

"These  layings  for  oysters  form  a  close 
pool  of  water  containing  numerous  fishing 
craft ;  in  other  words,  it  is  often  a  pond  ^ 
acres  in  extent,  containing  moveable  habita- 
tions, each  with  its  own  drain." 

In  describing  the  arrangements  at  other 
places,  Dr.  Bulstrode  said  : 

"  A  considerable  part  of  the  water  passing 
down  the  bed  of  the  stream  when  the  tide  is 
out  must  be  composed  of  sewage,  and  this 
cannot  fail  to  pass  over  some  of  the  oyster 
layings." 

''These  drains  receive,  in  some  instances, 
the  overflows  from  cesspools,  and  they  cannot 
fail  to  aflbrd  substantial  risk  of  contamination 
to  the  oysters  contained." 

'*  Having  regard  to  the  relation  of  the  several 
outlets  in  question  to  the  oyster  ponds,  oysters 
stored  here  must  be  liable,  m  a  high  degree,  to 
the  danger  of  sewage  pollution.  The  oyster 
ponds  are  in  a  most  improper  and  unsafe 
position." 

There  are  three  kinds  of  oysters  to  be 
considered — oysters  bred  in  England, 
oysters  imported  for  the  purpose  of  bying 
cfown  for  fattening,  and  oysters  imported 
for  immediate  consumption.  Oysters  are 
imported  in  very  large  quantities  even  from 
America,  and  consumed  without  being 
laid  down  in  English  waters.  They  are 
imported  from  France,  Portugal  and 
Holland.  As  regards  oysters  born  and 
bred  in  this  country,  and  foreign,  oysters, 
the  chief  risk  is  in  the  case  of  the  layings 
used  as  fattening  pits  and  storage  ponds, 
and  the  same  grounds  are  used  for  both 
breeding  purposes  and  for  fattening.  An 
investigation  was  made  by  Dr.  Klein, 
partly  in  the  ordinary  course  of  a  syste- 1 
matic  inquiry  instituted  by  the  Local  , 
Government  Board,  and  especially  in  i 
furtherance  of  this  oyster  inquiry,  and  he 
summed  up  the  series  of  experiments 
thus ! 


"  It  follows  therefore  from  these  experi- 
ments that  ousters  from  various  localities  and 
of  divers  origin,  which  are  kept  for  a  while  in 
sea  water  previously  infected  with  culture  of 
the  tvphoia  bacillus,  and  which  remain  living 
and  fresh,  may  and  do  harbour  in  their  interior 
the  living  typlioid  bacillus  at  intervals  of  four, 
nine,  sixteen,  and  even  18  days  from  com- 
mencement of  experiment,  and  that  the 
oysters  on  being  opened  show  no  abnormal 
condition;  but  appear  fresh  and  quite  un- 
altered. Further,  it  appears  that  the  typhoid 
bacillus  which  was  recovered  £rom  these 
oysters,  as  also  fiom  the  tank  water,  retains 
unimpaired  all  the  characters  of  the  typical 
typhoid  bacillus  that  was  used  for  the  experi- 
ment" 

Sir  William  Broadbent,  in  1895,  an- 
nounced through  one  of  the  principal 
medical  journals  of  England  that 

"the  evidence  of  communication  of  typhoid 
by  means  of  oysters  had  come  to  be  of  such  a 
Character  as  to  produce  conviction  in  hil 
mind." 

Professor  Conn,  in  summarising  a  case 

of  typhoid  in  Connecticut,  says — 

"  These  facts  taken  together  form  a  chain  of 
evidence  practically  complete  at  every  point 
and  leaving  no  room  for  doubt.  Whatevet 
may  be  said  in  regard  to  oysters  in  general, 
the  Wesleyan  outbreak  of  typhoid  was  caused 
by  a  special  lot  of  contaminated  oysters." 

And  also : 

''One  thing  is  sure — the  public  health  is 
placed  in  jeopardy  when  oyster  dealers,  for  the 
sake  of  producing  plumpness,  place  o^steri^  in 
the  moutlis  of  fresh  water  creeks  in  close 
proximity  to  sewers." 

Dr.  News  Holms,  Medical  Officer  of 
Health  for  Brighton,  has,  in  his  official 
capacity,  reported  that  cases  of  enteric 
in  Brighton  have,  in  more  than  one 
case,  been  due  to  the  consumption  of 
oysters.     He  says : 

''The  following  is  the  chain  of  evidence 
which  has  enabled  the  Medical  Officer  of 
Health  to  establish  the  connection  between 
cases  of  enteric  fever  and  the  consumption  of 
oysters  and  other  shell  fish  : — (a)  Most  of  the 
oysters  f.nd  mussels  consumed  in  Brighton  are 
derived  from  a  particular  source,  concerning 
which  it  is  only  necessary  to  quote  Dr.  Bui- 
strode's  remark — '  Sufficient  has  cume  to  light 
for  the  purpoHe  of  demonstrating  that  these 
particular  oyHter  ponds  are  in  a  most  improper 
and  unsafe  position.' 

"  (1))  Enteric  fever  is  endemic  in  the  popula- 
tion whose  drains  and  ceHspools  discharge  near 
the  oyster  ponds  and  mussel  beds  in  question. 

"  (c)  Sewage-derived  or^nisms  were  found  in 
the  mud  of  the  oyster  ponds,  and  in  the  interior 
of  oysters  obtained  from  them  by  Dr.  Klein, 
F.R.S.,  and  by  Professor  Boyce,  ot  University 
Collej^e,  Liverpool. 

"  (d)  In  a  lax^e  proportion  of  the  cases  the 
one  person  takm^  oysters  or  mussels  from 
the  above  source  within  three  weeks  preceding 
the  date  of  on -ot  of  illncs.-*  is  tlie  one  jKirKou 
Mubse.|uently  taken  ill  with  enterie  feveri 
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"  (e)  When  other  per»on8  in  the  same  house 
had  eaten  shell -Hsh  they  had  diarrhcca  or 
other  evidence  of  i linens,  although  this  <lid  not 
develop  into  typical  enteric  fever." 

These  are  the  inquiries  and  the  expert 
opinions  which  justify  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  in  introducing  this  Measure, 
and  they  have  been  urged  by  an  extremely 
powerful  deputation  representative  of 
twenty-eight  of  the  largest  to  wns  in  the  king- 
dom, to  introduce  some  legislation  on  the 
subject.  The  evidence  in  favour  of  legis- 
lation is  overwhelming,  and  many  of  those 
engaged  in  the  oyster  trade  will  welcome 
it  as  tending  to  remove  suspicion  from 
their  beds.  The  Bill  empowers  the  county 
councils  to  test  the  water  in  which  oysters 
are  laid,  and  to  prohibit  the  removal  of 
oysters  for  ten  days  if  they'discover  con- 
tamination. The  owner  has  an  appeal  to 
the  Local  Government  Board,  and  the 
Local  Government  Board  has  power  to 
act  if  the  County  Council  fail  to  do  so. 
There  is  a  very  important  clause  with 
regard  to  the  importation  of  oysters,  which 
provides  that 

"  If  it  is  made  to  appear  to  Her  Majesty  in 
Council  that  any  oyster  laying  situate  in  any 
forsigu  country  or  BritLsn  possession  is  so 
situate  with  reference  to  an  outfall  of  sewage 
that  there  is  serious  risk  of  disease  being 
coraniunicatod  by  the  consumption  of  oystei's 
taken  from  that  oyster  laj'mg,  it  shall  be 
lawful  for  Her  Majesty  in  Council,  by  order, 
to  prohibit  the  importation  into  the  United 
Kingdom  of  oysters  brought  from  that  oyster 
laying,  or  from  anj  specified  part  of  that 
country  or  possession  which  includes  that 
laying,  except  on  such  terms  with  respect  to 
the  temporary  deix)sit  of  the  ojsters  or  other- 
wise as  may  appear  to  Her  Majesty  in  Council 
expedient  for  the  purpose  of  removing  the  risk 
of  communicating  disease." 

The  Bill  applies  to  Scotland  and  Ireland 
with  certain  modifications.  There  is,  in 
my  opinion,  sufhcient  evidence  to  show 
that  there  is  a  demand  for  legislation  of 
this  kind,  and  I  trust  that  the  Bill  will 
be  accepted.  I  do  not  wish  to  hurry  it 
through,  but  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  desires  that  it  should 
be  read  a  second  time  so  that  there  may 
be  an  opportunity  of  considering  it  before 
the  Committee  stage. 

Bill  read  2"  (according  to  order),  and 
committed  to  a  Committee  or  the  Whole 
House. 

MONEY  LENDING  BILL  [Lords]. 

Third  Reaping, 

Bill  read  3"  (according  to  order). 
Lord  Harris. 


Lord  LUDLOW :  My  Lords,  I  move 
to  insert  after  "  Provided  that  nothing 
in  the  foregoing  provisions  of  this  BiU 
shall  affect  the  rights  of  any  boTui  file 
assignee  or  holder  for  value,  the  words 
"  without  notice."  I  think  my  noble 
friend,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy, 
approves  of  this  Amendment. 

Amendment  moved,  in  Clause  2,  Sub- 
section 4,  to  add  at  end  of  clause  "  with- 
out notice." — {Lord  Ludlow.) 

Lord  JAMES  of  HEREFORD:  I 
accept  the  Amendment,  which  strengthens 
the  Bill. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Viscount  KNUTSFORD  :  Since  the 
clause  defining  ^^  money-lenders  "  has  been 
revised  and  very  much  improved,  a  case 
has  been  brought  to  my  notice,  and,  I 
think,  to  the  notice  of  the  noble  «'ind 
learned  Lord  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy, 
of  a  society  which  has  power  given  to  it 
by  a  pri^'ate  Act  of  Parliament  to  lend 
money  ;  and  it  is  thought,  and  I  believe, 
rightly  thought,  that  a  society  which  is 
incorporated  for  one  purpose  and  subse- 
quently has  its  powers  enlarged  by  the 
Act  of  Parliament,  and  power  given  to  it 
to  lend  money,  ought  not  to  come  within 
the  definition.  1  therefore  move  the 
Amendment  which  stands  in  my  name. 

Amendment  moved,  in  Clause  7,  page  4, 
after  line  3,  insert — 

(r)  "  Anv  body  corporate,,  incor^rated  or 
enipowereii  (before  tlie  passing  of  tlus  Act),  by 
a  Siiecial  Act  of  Parliament  to  lend  nionev  in 
accordance  witli  such  Special  Act  ;  or  " — {V it- 
conn  t  Knuts/ord.) 

Lord  JAMES  OF  HEREFORD:  I 
believe  the  society  referred  to  is  the  only 
one  existing  under  the  same  conditions. 
It  has  power  by  Act  of  Parliament  to 
lend  monev  under  certain  conditions  and 
ought  to  bo  protected.  I  accept  the 
Amendment. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Bill  passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

LINCOLNSHIRE     CORONERS     BILL 

[Lortls]. 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
order),  and  Bill  to  be  read  3"  on  Friday 
the  9th  of  June  next. 
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PARISH    COUNCILLORS   (TENURE   OF 
OFFICE)  BILL. 

Amendment  reported  (according  to 
order),  and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Friday 
the  2nd  of  June  next. 

PUBLIC    LIBRARIES    (SCOTLAND) 
ACTS    AMENDMENT    BILL. 

Read  3*  (according  to  order),  and 
passed. 

LICENSING     (DISQUALIFICATION     OF 
JUSTICES  REMOVAL)  BILL    [Lords]. 

Read  3"  (according  to  order),  and 
passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

HOUSE    OF    LORDS    OFFICES. 

First  Report  from  the  Select  Committee 
considered  (according  to  order),  and 
agreed  to. 

MARINE  INSURANCE  BILL     [LonU]. 

A  Bill  for  codifying  the  law  relating  to 
Marine  Insurance — was  presented  by  the 
Lord  Chancellor;  read  1";  and  to  be 
printed.     (No.  97.) 

COMPANIES     BILL     [Lords]. 

Report  from  the  Select  Committee 
(with  Proceedings  of  the  Committee) 
made,  and  to  be  printed.  No.  98  ;  Bill 
reported  with  Amendments,  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
House ;  and  to  be  printed  as  amended. 
(No.  99.) 

House  adjourned  at  ten  minutes  past 
five  of  the  clock,  to  Thursday  the  1st  of 
June  next,  a  quarter  past  lour  of  the 
clock. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Thursday,  18th  May  1899. 


ELEMENTARY  EDUCATION   (CODE  OF 
REGULATIONS  FOR  DAY  SCHOOLS). 

The  Comptroller  of  the  Household 
reported  Her  Majesty's  Answer  to  the 
Address  of  the  17th  day  of  April,  as 
followeth : — 

"  I  have  received  your  Address  praying 
Me  to  withhold  My  consent  to  the  new 
portions  of  Articles  37  and  42,  on  pages 
90  and  91  of  the  Code  of  Regulations  for 
Day  Schools,  which  was  presented  to  you 
on  the  21st  of  March  last, 

I  mil  comply  with  your  »dvice,*' 


PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 


HORSFORTH  URBAN  DISTRICT 
COUNCIL  (WATER)  BILL. 

Lords'  Amendments  considered,  and 
agreed  to. 

AIRE  AND  CALDER  NAVIGATION 

BILL. 

(Queen's  Consent  signified), — read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 

COALVILLE  URBAN  DISTRICT  GAS 
BILL  [LonlH]. 

Read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  with 
Amendments. 

GREAT  WESTERN  AND  GREAT 
CENTRAL  RAILWAY  COMPANIES  BILL. 

Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

LONDON  AND  NORTH  WESTERN  RAIL- 
WAY  (ADDITIONAL  POWERS)  BILL. 

(Queen's  Consent  signified), — read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 

LONDON.  BRIGHTON,  AND  SOUTH 
COAST  RAILWAY  (VARIOUS  POWERS) 
BILL. 

(Queen's  Consent  signified), — read  the 
third  time,  and  passed.     [New  Title.] 

LONDON,  CHATHAM,  AND  DOVER 
RAILWAY  BILL. 

Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

MANCHESTER  CORPORATION 
(GENERAL  POWERS)  BILL. 

Read  the  third  time,  and  passed.  [New 
Title.] 

WEST  HIGHLAND  RAILWAY  BILL 

[Lonl»]. 

Read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  with 
Amendments. 

LINCOLN  AND  EAST  COAST  RAILWAY 
AND  DOCK  BILL. 

Onlered,  That,  in  the  case  of  the 
Lincoln  and  Efist  Coast  Railway  and 
Dock  Bill,  Standing  Order  243  be  sus- 
pended, and  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  the 
third  time. — {Ih\  Furquharsmi.) 

Bill  accordingly  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

UXBRIDiiE   AND   RICKMANSWORTH 
RAILWAY  BILL, 

Ordered,  That,  in  the  case  of  the 
Uxbridge  and  Bickmansworth   Bailway 
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Bill,  Standing  Order  243  be  suspended,  I       WOKING  WATER  AND  GAS  BILL 


and  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time. — {Dr,  Farquharson.) 

Bill  accordingly  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed,     \lsew  Title.] 

MILITARY  LANDS  PROVISIONAL 

ORDER. 

Bill  to  confirm  a  Provisional  Order  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  under  The  Military 
Lands  Act,  1892,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Wyndham  and  Mr.  Hanbury. 

MILITARY  LANDS  PROVISIONAL 
ORDER  BILL. 

"  To  confirm  a  Provisional  Order  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  under  the  Military 
Lands  Act,  1892,"  presented  accordingly 
and  read  the  first  time  ;  to  be  referred  to 
the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private 
Bills,  and  to  be  printed.     (Bill  213.) 

PIER  AND  HARBOUR  PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS. 

Copy  ordered  "  of  Memorandum  stating 
the  nature  of  the  Proposals  contained  in 
the  Provisional  Orders  included  in  the 
Pier  and  Harbour  Orders  Confirmation 
(No.  2)  Bill "  (Mr.  Ritchie).  Copy  pre- 
sented accordingly  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table, 
and  to  be  printed.     (No.  204.) 

LOCAL   GOVERNMENT    PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  3)  BILL. 

Reported,  without  Amendment  (Pro- 
visional Orders  confirmed) ;  Report  to  lie 
upon  the  Table  ;  Bill  to  be  read  the  third 
time  to-morrow. 

ELECTRIC  LIGHTING  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  6)  BILL. 

Reported,  with  Amendments  (Pro- 
visional Orders  confirmed) ;  Report  to  lie 
upon  the  Table ;  Bill,  as  amended,  to  be 
considered  to-morrow. 

ELECTRIC  LIGHTING  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  6)  BILL. 

Reported,  with  Amendments  (Pro- 
visional Orders  confirmed) ;  Report  to  lie 
upon  the  Table ;  Bill,  as  amended,  to  be 
considered  to-morrow. 

ELECTRIC  LIGHTING  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  8)  BILL. 

Reported,  with  Amendments  (Pro- 
visional Orders  confirmed) ;  Report  to  lie 
upon  the  Table  ;  Bill,  as  amended,  to  be 
cons  !d  ere.  1  to-morrow. 


Reported,  with  Amendments ;  Report 
to  lie  upon  the  Table  and  to  be  printed. 

SHEFFIELD  CORPORATION  MARKETS 

BILL. 

Reported,  with  Amendments;  Report 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed 

HULL,  BARNSLEY.  AND  WEST  RIDING 
JUNCTION  RAILWAY  AND  DOCK 
BILL  [Lords]. 

Reported,  with  an  Amendment ;  Report 
to  lie  upon  the  Taole  and  to  be  printed. 

ST.  ALBANS  GAS  BILL  [Lorcls]. 

Reported,  with  Amendments;  Report 
to  lie  upon  the  Table  and  to  be  printed. 

NORFOLK  ESTUARY  BILL  [Loixls]. 

Reported,  without  Amendment ;  Report 
to  lie  upon  the  Table ;  Bill  to  be  read  the 
third  time. 

ELECTRIC  LIGHTING  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  2)  BILL. 

Reported,  with  an  Amended  Title 
(Provisional  Order  relating  to  Ystrad- 
yfodwg  (Maerdy)  not  confirmed ;  re- 
maining Orders  confirmed) ;  report  to  lie 
upon  the  Table.  Bill,  as  amended,  to  Ijc 
considered  to-morrow. 

PRIVATE  BILLS  (GROUP  J). 

Sir  Henry  Fletcher  reported  from  the 
Committee  on  Group  J  of  Private  Bills, 
that  the  parties  opposing  the  Airdrie  an<l 
Coatbridge  Water  Bill  (Lords)  had  stated 
that  the  evidence  of  James  Wilson, 
Chairman  of  the  Airdrie  and  Coatbridge 
Water  Company,  was  essential  to  their 
case  ;  and  it  having  been  proved  that  his 
attendance  could  not  be  procured  without 
the  intervention  of  the  House,  he  ha<l 
been  instructed  to  move  that  the  said 
James  Wilson  do  attend  the  said  Com- 
mittee on  W^ednesday,  the  7th  of  June, 
at  12  o'clock. 

Ordered,  that  James  Wilson  do  attend 
the  Committee  on  Group  J  of  Private 
Bills  on  Wednesday,  the  7th  of  June,  at 
12  o'clock. 

PRIVATE  BILLS  (GROUP  J). 

Sir  Henry  Fletcher  reported  from  the 
Committee  on  Group  J  of  Private  Bills, 
that  for  the  convenience  of  parties,  the 
Committee  had  adjourned  till  Tuesday, 
the  6th  of  June,  at  half-past  11  of  the 
dock.     Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table* 
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FIRMS  KEGISTKATION  BILL. 

Petition  of  the  Scottish  Trade  Protec- 
tion Society,  in  favour ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

UKOCEKS'    LICENCES    (SCOTLAND) 
ABOLITION  BILL. 

Petition  from  Edinburgh,  in  favour ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

C;K01  ND  RENTS  (TAXATION  BY  LOCAL 
AUTHORITIES). 

Petition  from  Luton,  in  favour ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 


TEMPERANCE    REFORM  (THREEFOLD 
01*TI0N)  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Petition  from  Edinbtirgh,  in  favour ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

FREE  TRADE. 

Petition  for  reciprocity  in  Free  Trade  ; 
of  Charles  Whitmore  Stokes,  silk  manu- 
facturer, London ;  read,  and  ordered  to 
lie  on  the  Table. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  dc 


MINES  (EIGHT  HOURS)  BILL.  ^^^uq   REVENUE    (AGGREGATE    RE- 

Petitions  in  favour  ; — From  Annesley  ;  i  CEIPTS). 

— Aberbeeg;  — Uanhil^^^^^  j^^^r„   [presented   17th   May]  to  1)0 

— Ashmore  ;— Walsall  Wood  ;  —  Brown-  TirintpH  /Nn  90*?  ^ 
hills  ;-Holly  Bank  ;-and,  Digby  Col- '  P""^^'  (^^- -^'^^ 
lieries  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table.  !  EDUCATION  (SCOTLAND). 

RATING  OF  MACHINERY  BILL.  i  ^  ^opy   presented.-of   Minutes  of  the 

_^    .  .      .        T      1  1-    ■  Committee  of  Council  on   Education  in 

Petition  from  London,  against ;    to  he  i  j^o^land  providing  for  the  distribution  of 

upon  the  Table.  -  ^^^  ^^^^  available  for  Secondary  Education 

ROMAN    CATHOUC^^UNIVEKSITY    IN  ,  ^/j  ^^^l  ^'l^^^^^^T^, 

T»  ^.^-  .    .         i.  1.1-  u        ^        '  1892,   fby  Command] :  to  lie  upon  the 

Petitions     against      establishment ; —    Table 

From  Cambuslang ; — and,  Dumbarton  ;  to 

lie  upon  the  Table.  |  EDUCATION  (SCOTLAND). 

Copy   presented, — of    Minute   of    the 

Committee  of  Council  on  Education  in 

Petitions  in  favour  ;— From  Liverpool ; !  Scotland,  dated  }  8th  May    1899    as  to 

-  Middlesbrouxrh  :-and.  Bolton  :    to  lie  \  ^^.e  application  of  Article  21  and  Chaptei 


SALE  OF  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS  ON 
SUNDAY  BILL. 


Middlesbrough  ; — and,  Bolton  ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

SHOPS  BILL. 

Petition  of  the  Scottish  Trade  Protec- 
tion Societv,  against;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

SHOPS  (EARLY  CLOSING)  BILL. 

Petition  of  the  Scottish  Trade  Protec- 
tion Societv,  against;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 


IX.  of  the  Code  of  1899  [by  Command]  ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (SCOTLAND) 
A(T,  1889,  LOCAL  TAXATION  (CUS- 
TOMS  AND  EXCISE)  ACT,  1890, 
EDUCATION  AND  LOCAL  TAXA- 
TION  ACCOUNT  (SCOTLAND)  ACT, 
1892,  AND  A(;RICULTURAL  RATES, 
C0N(;ESTED  DISTRICTS,  AND 
BURGH  LAND  TAX  RELIEF  (SCOT- 
LAND)  ACT,  1896. 


Copy  presented, — of  Returns,  showing 

j  the  Total  Pa3rments  into  and  out  of  the 

SHOPS  (EARLY  CLOSING)  BILL.         \  Local  TaM.tion  (Scotland)  Account  for  the 

Petition  from  I^ndon,   in   favour;  to    Financial  Years  1896-7  and   1897-8  [by 

lie  upon  the  Table.  Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


STEAM  ENGINES  AND  BOILERS  (PER- 
SONS  IN  CHARGE)  BILL. 

Petition  of  the  Scottish  Trade  Protec- 


NAVIGATION  AND  SHIPPING. 

Copy  presented, — of  Annual  Statement 
of  Navigation  and  Shipping  of  the  United 


tion  Society,  against ;    to   lie   upon   the    Kingdom   for  the   year    I S9S  [by  Com 


Table. 


mand]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 
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SUPREME    COURT    OF     JUDICATURE 
ACT  (IRELAND),  1877. 

Copy  presented, — of  Order  in  Council, 
dated  13th  May,  1899,  giving  effect  to 
additional  Rules  of  Court  [by  Act] ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

PATRIOTIC  FUND. 

Copy  presented, — of  Thirty-seventh 
Report  of  the  Royal  Commissioners  [by 
Command]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

COLONIAL  REPORTS  (ANNUAL). 

Copy  presented, — of  Report,   No.  259 

S[5rmuda,  Annual  Report  for  1898)  [by 
mmand] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

SOUTH  AFRICAN  REPUBLIC. 

Copy  presented, — of  Correspondence 
relating  to  the  Explosives  Monopoly  in 
the  South  African  Republic  [by  Com- 
mand] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

EGYPT  (No.  4,  1899). 

Copy  presented, — of  Return  showing 
the  Expenditure  for  Military  Operations 
in  the  Soudan  charged  on  the  Public 
Revenues  of  the  United  Kin^om  since 
January  1883  [by  Command];  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

EDUCATION    (SCOTLAND). 

1.  Minute  of  the  Committee  of  Council 
on  Education  in  Scot^d,  coated  18th 
May,  1899,  as  to  the  application  of 
Article  21  and  Chapter  IX.  of  the  Code 
of  1899. 

2.  Minutes  of  the  Committee  of  Council 
on  Education  in  Scotland,  providing  for 
the  distribution  of  the  sum  available  for 
Secondary  Education  under  Section  2 
(1)  (6)  of  the  Education  and  Local  Taxa- 
tion Account  (Scotland)  Act,  1892. 

PATRIOTIC    FUND. 

Thirty-seventh  Report  of  the  Royal 
Commissioners  of  the  Patriotic  Fund, 
1899. 

NAVIGATION   AND  SHIPPING. 

Annual  Statement  of  Navigation  and 
Shipping  of  the  United  Kingdom,  for  the 
year  1898. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (SCOTLAND) 
ACT,  1889 ;  LOCAL  TAXATION  (CUS- 
TOMS AND  EXCISE)  ACT,  18W) ;  EDU- 
CATION AND  LOCAL  TAXATION 
ACCOUNT  (SCOTLAND)  ACT,  1892. 

Summaries  of  the  total  payments  into 
and  out  of  the  Local  Taxation  (Scotland) 


Account,  for  the  financial  years  1896-97 
and  1897-98. 

EGYPT,    No.    4  (1899). 

Return  showing  the  expenditure  for 
Military  operations  in  the  Soudan  charged 
on  the  Public  Revenues  of  the  United 
Kingdom  since  January,  1883. 

SOUTH  AFRICAN   REPUBLIC. 

Correspondence  relating  to  the  Ex- 
plosives Monopoly  in  the  South  African 
Republic. 

COLONIES    (ANNUAL)— No.    259.      BER- 
MUDA :  ANNUAL  REPORT  FOR  1898, 

Presented  [by  Command],  and  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  Table. 

SUPREME    COURT    OF     JUDICATURE 
ACT     (IRELAND),    1877. 

Order  in  Council,  dated  13th  May, 
1899,  giving  effect  to  additional  rules  of 
court. 

PATENTS,    DESIGNS.    AND    TRADE 

MARKS. 

Sixteenth  Report  of  the  Comptroller- 
General,  with  Appendices,  for  the  year 
1898  ;  laid  before  the  House  ('pursuant  to 
Act)  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 


QUESTIONS. 


MILITIA  SERVICE  ABROAD. 

General  LAURIE  (Pembroke, 
Haverfordwest) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
whether,  under  the  provisions  of  The 
Reserve  Forces  and  Militia  Act,  1898, 
when  75  per  cent,  of  the  men  of  a  Militia 
battalion  volunteer  for  service  abroad, 
such  men  as  do  not  volunteer  for  Foreign 
service  can  be  compelled  to  proceed  with 
their  battalion,  although  the  terms  of 
their  enlistment  only  bind  them  to  serve 
at  home. 

The  under  -  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  WAR  (Mr.  George  Wynd- 
HAM,  Dover) :  I  am  obliged  to  the  hon- 
ourable and  gallant  Member  for  giving 
me  an  opportunity  of  correcting  my 
statement  of  3rd  March.  The  Army 
Orders  based  on  61  and  62  Yict.  c.  9  and 
45  and  46  Vict.  c.  48  give  no  powers  over 
the  25  per  cent,  who  do  not  volunteer^ 
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THE  KARENI  EXPEDITION. 

♦Captain  CHALONER  (Wilts,  Wost- 
bury) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Unaer-Socretary 
of  State  for  War  when  it  is  proposed  to 
grant  a  medal  and  other  rewani  to  the 
troops  engaged  in  the  Kareni  Expedition, 
in  which  a  large  number  of  British 
officers  and  non-commissioned  officers 
were  killed  or  wounded. 

♦Mr.  WYNDHAM:  The  report  of  the 
officer  in  command  of  the  expedition  has 
not  yet  reached  the  War  Office.  When 
it  is  received  the  question  of  rewards 
will  be  considered. 

OVERTIME  AT  GOVERNMENT 
FACTORIES. 

Mr.  EVELYN  CECIL  (Herts,  Hert- 
ford) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Financial  Secre- 
tary to  the  War  Office  whether  he  could 
see  his  way  to  jdve  the  men  employed  at 
Waltham,  Enfield,  and  Woolwich  the 
option  of  working  overtime  in  order  to  j 
make  up  for  the  loss  of  pay  occasioned  i 
by  the  closing  (A  the  factories  on  Whit 
Monday  and  \Vhit  Tuesday. 

The  financial  SECRETARY  to 
THK  WAR  OFFICE  (Mr.  J.  Powell- 
WiLUAMS,  Birmingham,  S.) :  Recourse  to 
overtime  is  an  undesirable  expedient,  and 
is  resorted  to  only  in  cases  of  urgency. 
The  practice  in  question  has  been  aban- 
doned since  1894,  with  a  single  exception 
in  the  Jubilee  year,  and  the  Secretary  of 
State  does  not  propose  to  revert  to  it. 

BRIGADE  COMMANDS. 

Mr,  CUBITT  (Surrey,  Reigate) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  whether,  in  connection  with  the 
new  arrangements  for  the  commands  of 
volunteer  mfantry  brigades,  it  is  proposed 
to  divide  those  brigades  which  are  now 
composed  of  battalions  drawn  from  more 
than  one  regimental  district ;  and,  in 
these  joint  brigades,  what  course  it  is  pro- 
posed to  pursue  with  regard  to  members 
of  the  brigade  staffs  other  than  the  briga- 
dier either  in  the  case  of  division  or  other- 
wise. 

♦Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  There  is  no  pre- 
sent  intention  to  make  the  areas  of  Vomn- 
teer  brigades  coincide  vrith  the  areas  of 
Regimental  Districts.  The  difficulty  sug- 
gested by  the  honourable  Member  will  be 
dealt  with  in  accordance  with  the  circum- 
stances of  each  case,     In   reply  to  the 


second  paragraph,  the  duties  of  Brigade 
Major  will  be  performed  by  an  officer  on 
the  Depot  Staff  whenever  such  an  ar- 
rangement can  be  conveniently  made. 

FUZE  MANUFACTURE  AT  ENFIELD. 

Captain  BOWLES  (Middlesex,  En-' 
field) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Financial  Secre- 
tary to  the  War  Office,  that,  as  £4,673 
has  been  expended  on  plant  for  manu- 
facture of  fuze  bodies  at  Enfield,  and  as 
the  cost  of  manufacture  compares  favour- 
ably with  Woolwich,  for  what  reason  has 
a  notice  to  discontinue  the  manufacture 
been  given. 

Mr,  J.  POWELL -WILLIAMS:  The 
arrangements  for  the  manufacture  of  fuze 
bodies  at  Enfield  and  Woolwich  are  still 
under  consideration. 

CONVEYANCE  OF  VOLUNTEERS  ON 

RAILWAYS. 

Mr.  MALCOLM  (Suffolk,  Stow- 
market) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  whether  the  under- 
standing arrived  at  with  the  railway  com- 
panies as  to  the  conveyance  of  Volunteers 
to  camp  on  Saturdays  has  worked  satis- 
factorily. 

Mr.  WYNDHAM :  I  am  sorry  to  say 
that  although  tile  majority  of  the  railway 
companies  consented  to  fulfil  the  require- 
ments of  the  Volunteer  corps,  in  two  cases 
recently  companies  failed  to  do  so.  The 
Midland  Railway,  have  declined  to  run 
special  trains  on  the  5th  August  to  con- 
vey Volunteer  battalions  of  the  Western 
Brigade  to  Bournemouth,  and  the  ar- 
rangements made  by  the  North  Western 
Railway  have  necessitated  the  arrival  of 
two  Lancashire  battalions  at  Conway  on 
Whit  Siuiday. 

Mr.  MALCOLM  :  Is  there  any  redress 
obtainable  1 

♦Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  I  think  not.  But 
the  Great  Western  Railway  Company 
quite  recently  assented  to  the  request  of 
the  Secretary  of  State. 

THE  GUARDS  BATTALIONS. 

Mr.  ARNOLD  .  FORSTER  (Belfast, 
W.) :  I  bee  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  what  are  the  eircumstances 
which  made  it  permissible  in  the  public 
interest  to  furnish  the  House  with  full 
I  particulars  as  to  the  age  and  servicer  of 


913 


Sambay 


{COMMONS} 


Insoheney  Churl, 


914 


the  men  of  the  Ist  Battalion  OoldBtream 
Guards  on  the  l7th  March  last,  ftnd 
which  make  it  impossible  in  the  public 
interest  to  furnish  similar  particulars  with 
regard  to  men  serving  in  the  2nd  Bat- 
.  talion  of  the  same  regiment  on  1st  May 
last ;  and  will  he  explain  why  the  Govern- 
ment have  now  for  the  first  time  withheld 
information  of  this  kind  from  Parlia- 
ment. 

Mr.  WYNDHAM  :  Perhaps  the  honour- 
able Member  will  allow  me  to  answer  this 
question  by  stating  the  policy  which 
governs  the  granting  of  particulars  as  to 
age  and  service.  Such  information  has 
not  been  given  for  all  units  except  at  long 
intervals  and  on  exceptional  grounds ; 
when,  for  example,  our  system  as  a  whole 
has  been  under  consideration,  as  in  the 
report  of  Lord  Wantage's  Committee,  or 
when  an  extensive  reform  has  been  newly 
sanctioned  by  the  House,  as  in  the  case 
of  the  Return  granted  last  year.  The  only 
other  precedent  was  in  1879.  But  to 
enable  the  House  to  follow  the  progress 
made  in  raising  new  battalions  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  will  grant  these  particulars 
in  respect  of  the  regiments  to  which 
battalions  are  being  added. 

Mr.  ARNOLD-FORSTER  :  Will  the 
honourable  Gentleman  answer  the  ques- 
tion as  to  the  distinction  between  the  first 
and  second  battalions  ? 

Mr.  WYNDHAM:  No,  sir.  The 
honourable  Member  stated  that  part  of 
his  question  in  terms  which  admit  of  no 
answer. 

INDIAN  FINANCIAL  STATEMENT. 

Mr.  HERBERT  ROBERTS  (Denbigh- 
shire, W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  whether  he  will  state  when 
the  financial  statement,  with  the  proceed- 
ings thereon,  in  the  Viceroy's  Legislative 
Council  yn)X  be  placed  in  the  hands  of 
Members. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
INDIA  (Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Middlesex, 
Ealing) :  In  order  to  save  the  expense  of 
reprinting,  it  was  arranged  last  year  that 
copies  of  the  financial  statement,  with  the 
proceedings  in  the  Legislative  Council 
thereon,  should  be  despatched  from  India 
for  the  use  of  Members  of  the  House.  I 
have  ascertained  that  the  requisite  supply 
is  on  its  way  to  England,  and  may  be  ex- 
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pected  to  be  in  the  hands  of  Members  by 
about  the  end  of  the  Whitsuntide  recess. 

COST  OV  TROOPS  IN  INDIA. 

Mr.  HERBERT  ROBERTS :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
whether  he  will  state  what  number  of  the 
258,010,  appearing  on  the  Estimates  for 
1899-1900  as  forming  the  regular  Army, 
are  at  the  present  time  stationed  in  India, 
and  are  paid  for  out  of  the  Indian 
Revenue ;  and  what  is  the  total  amount 
charged  to  India  on  account  of  the  troops 
referred  to. 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON :  Of  the  256,010 
men  appearing  on  the  Estimates  for  1899- 
1900  as  forming  the  regular  Army,  73,157 
are  on  the  Indian  establishment,  and  the 
whole  of  their  pay,  food,  clothing,  and 
other  charges,  including  transport  to  and 
from  India,  is  defrayed  from  Indian 
revenues.  The  Estimates  do  not  admit 
of  an  accurate  separation  of  the  charges 
under  all  heads,  for  the  European  and  the 
Native  forces ;  but  in  a  return  given  to 
Parliament  a  few  years  ago  (No.  20,  of 
1894)  Rs.  891  was  given  as  the  average 
annual  cost  of  a  British  soldier  in  Lidia. 
Taking  this  rate,  the  cost  of  those  men 
would  be  about  650  lakhs  of  rupees,  or 
(at  Is.  4d.  the  rupee)  £4,333,000.  Per- 
haps the  rate  may  now  be  somewhat 
higher.  This  is  exclusive  of  a  pa3mient 
of  £548,700  (or  £7  10s.  per  head)  to  the 
War  Office  for  depot  and  recruiting 
charges  in  this  country,  and  of  the  cost 
of  deferred  pay  and  pensions. 

BOMBAY    INSOLVENCY    COURT. 

Sir  WILLIAM  WEDDERBURN 
(Banffshire) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India  if  he  could  state  what 
is  the  total  cost  of  the  establishment 
maintained  by  the  clerk  of  the  Insolvency 
Court,  at  Bombay,  out  of  his  fees ;  and, 
if,  as  stated  by  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  the  clerk  pays  the  cost  of  the 
establishment  out  of  his  fees,  he  could 
explain  why  Ra.4,438  per  annum  is  shown 
in  the  Civil  Estimates,  1897-8,  Vol.  IL, 
Bombay,  page  78,  as  paid  by  the  Govern- 
ment for  the  establishment  of  the  clerk 
of  the  Insolvency  Court. 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON  :  The  total  cost 
of  the  establishment  maintained  by  tho 
clerk  of  the  Insolvency  Court  at  Bombay 
out  of  his  fees  was  stated  in  1895  at 
Rs.  2, 194  per  annum.  This  is  in  addition  to 


di6 


Sierra 


{18  Mat  I8d9} 


1 

Leone. 


dl6 


the  sum  of  Ra. 4,374  (in  1895)  contri- 
buted by  Government.  I  did  not  state 
in  my  previous  answer  that  the  clerk  paid 
the  cost  of  the  whole  establishment  out 
of  his  fees.  What  I  said  was  that  out  of 
the  fees  he  receives  "ho  meets  certain 
charges  for  establishment." 

OFFICIAL    ASSIGNEE    AT    BOMBAY. 

Sir  WILLIAM  WEDDERBURN:  I 
bee  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
official  assignee  in  Bombay  is  paid  by 
commissions  and  fees,  averaging  about 
Ks.  3,000  per  mensem,  and  the  cost  of  his 
establishment,  about  Rs.3,200  per  annum, 
is  paid  by  Government;  ana,  whether, 
considering  that  the  Finance  Committee 
of  1886  recommended,  with  the  concur- 
rence of  the  Chief  Justice,  that  the  salary 
of  the  official  assignee  should  be  Rs.  1,000 
per  mensem,  and  that  the  commissions 
and  fees  should  be  credited  to  Govern- 
ment, he  is  now  prepared  to  give  effect  to 
that  recommendation. 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON :  I  believe  it  is 
true  that  for  the  three  years  ending  in 
January,  1894,  the  average  receipts  of 
the  official  assignee  were  aoout  Rs. 3,000 
per  mensem,  but  this  was  owing  to  excep- 
tional circumstances.  In  the  year  1895-6 
the  average  receipts  were  only  Rs.1,125 
per  mensem.  I  cannot  at  such  short 
notice  give  in  detail  the  reasons  why  the 
recommendations  of  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee have  not  been  acted  upon ;  but  I 
think  it  probable  that  the  matter  has 
been  held  over  pending  the  passing  into 
law  of  the  Insolvency  Bill,  which  has 
only  recently  been  abandoned ;  on  this 
as  on  the  other  similar  matter  about 
which  the  honourable  Baronet  questioned 
me  on  the  11th  instant,  I  will  communi- 
cate with  the  Government  of  Bombay. 

CHITRAL. 

Sir  WILLIAM  WEDDERBURN;  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  whether  it  has  been  decided  to 
reduce  the  garrison  at  Chitral ;  whether 
he  will  consider  the  advisability  of  with- 
drawing this  garrison  altogether  from 
Chitral  and  Gilgit ;  and,  if  he  could  state 
what  saving  would  be  eifected  by  such 
withdrawal. 

Lord  6.  HAMILTON  :  My  answer  to 
the  first  clause  of  this  question  is  in  the 
affirmative.    As  to  the  possibility  of  vrith- 


drawing  the  garrison  altogether,  I  can 
only  say  that  no  proposal  of  that  kind  is 
before  me,  nor  can  I  give  any  under- 
taking of  the  kind  which  the  honourable 
Baronet  desires.  I  am  not  able,  without 
a  reference  to  India,  to  state  accurately 
what  saving  would  be  effected  by  sucn 
withdrawal. 


INDIAN  SUGAR  IMPORTS. 

Captain  SINCLAIR  (Forfar]  ;  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
whether  he  is  yet  in  a  position  to  give 
the  House  the  figures  for  the  imports  of 
sugar  into  India  tor  the  12  months  end- 
ing March,  1899,  specifying  the  different 
countries  of  origin. 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON :  I  have  as  yet 
received  from  India  no  trade  statistics 
later  than  those  for  February,  1899 ;  but 
I  expect  to  receive  the  final  volume  for 
the  financial  year  in  the  course  of  a  week 
or  a  fortnight. 

SIERRA  LEONE. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  what  was  the 
whole  numbcfr  of  the  natives  who  were 
recently  tried  on  capital  charges  in  Sierra 
Leone ;  how  many  of  these  were  left 
without  professional  assistance  in  their 
defence,  how  many  of  the  undefended 
prisoners  were  convicted,  and  how  many 
have  been  executed ;  whether  it  is  the 
long-established  practice  of  the  Colonial 
Office  to  provide  natives  tried  on  capital 
charges  with  professional  assistance ;  if 
so,  why  was  this  practice  departed  from 
in  the  recent  cases ;  and,  why  was  not 
Chief  Doonahay  afforded  an  opportunity 
of  obtaining  funds  for  his  defence. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  tor 
THE  COLONIES  (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain, 
Birmingham,  W.) :  I  understand  that  229 
natives  were  tried ;  of  these  77  were  un- 
defended, of  whom  62  were  convicted, 
and  of  these  33  were  executed.  The 
Colonial  Grovemment  endeavoured  in 
every  case  to  obtain  counsel  for  the 
prisoners,  but  the  local  practitioners  were 
unwilling  to  be  engof ed  and  it  was  found 
impossible  to  provioo  for  the  defence  in 
all  cases.  It  does  not  appear  that  Dooma- 
bey  (not  Doonahay)  expressed  any  desire 
to  obtain  funds  for  his  defence. 
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Mr.  DAVITT  (Mayo,  S.) :  May  I  ask 
if  interpreters  were  employed  to  explain 
to  the  accused  the  evidence  brought 
against  them  ? 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN :  I  have  no 
doubt  interpreters  were  employed,  but  if 
a  positive  reply  is  wanted  the  honourable 
Member  must  put  a  question  upon  the 
Paper. 

Sir  W.  LAWSON  (Cumberland, 
Cockermouth) ;  With  what  were  the 
prisoners  charged  ? 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN:  With  murder 
under  circumstances  of  the  grossest  cha- 
racter. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL:  Why  did  the 
local  practitioners  object  to  appear  for  the 
prisoners  1 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  ;  The  local 
practitioners  were  natives,  and  they  de- 
clined to  appear,  but  why  I  cannot  say. 


BRITISH     SUBJECTS     IN     THE 
TRANSVAAL. 

Mr.  BRYN  ROBERTS  (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  whether  British 
subjects  in  the  Transvaal  can  acquire  the 
rights  of  citizenship  in  the  South  African 
Republic  without  thereby  forfeiting  their 
allegiance  to  Her  Majesty  and  all  their 
privileges  as  British  subjects ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Grovernment  will 
use  their  influence  with  the  British 
Uitlanders  to  dissuade  them  from 
abandoning  their  allegiance  to  the  British 
Crown. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  The  answer 
to  the  first  question  is  contained  in  Lord 
Ripon's  despatch,  p,  92,  C.  7,933,  and  is 
in  the  negative.  Her  Majesty's  Grovern- 
ment have  never  dissuaded  Her  Majesty's 
subjects  from  obtaining  naturalisation  in 
foreign  countries  where  they  intend  to 
reside. 

Mr.  BRYN  ROBERTS:  Have  the 
Grovernment  ever  taken  any  steps  in  the 
matter  either  way  1 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN :  No ;  cer- 
tainly  not. 


THE    TRANSVAAL    DYNAMITE 
CONCESSION. 

Mr.  BRYN  ROBERTS  :  I  b^  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  he  is  aware  that  Mr.  Westlake, 
Q.C.,  and  other  leading  internationalist 
jurists  are  of  opinion  that  the  Transvaal 
Dynamite  Concession  is  not  an  infringe- 
ment of  the  London  Convention ;  whether 
he  sought  any  and  what  legal  ad\'ice 
before  complaining;  of  the  Concession  as 
contravening  the  Convention ;  and,  whether 
Her  Majesty's  present  and  every  former 
Government  acquiesced  in  the  Concession 
without  complaint  from  its  original  grant 
in  1882  until  after  the  Jameson  Raid  in 
1896 ;  and,  if  not,  when  complaint  was 
first  made. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN:  I  have 
observed  a  letter  in  the  Spectator  from 
Mr.  Westlake  to  this  effect.  The 
action  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  was 
taken  upon  the  advice  of  the  Law  Officers 
of  the  Crown.  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment were  not  made  aware  at  the  time  of 
the  first  Concession  in  1882  and  are  now 
not  aware  of  its  terms.  The  Concession 
granted  in  1887  was  brought  to  the  notice 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  in  1891, 
and  upon  this,  representations  were  made 
to  the  Gk)vemment  of  the  South  African 
Republic  and  the  Concession  was  cancelled. 
The  present  monopoly  dates  from  1893 
and  is  nominally  a  State  monopoly.  The 
reasons  why  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  only  recently  protested  against  it 
are  given  in  the  Papers  shortly  to  be 
distributed. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  (Bodmin) :  Can  the 
right  honourable  Gentleman  say  when 
discovery  was  made  of  the  last  arrange- 
ment ? 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN :  Perhaps  the 
right  honourable  Gentleman  will  put  that 
question  down. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E) :  How  soon 
will  the  Papers  be  distributed  ? 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN:  Circum- 
stances change  so  quickly  that  I  have 
some  difficulty.  I  hoped  to  distribute 
them  after  Whitsuntide,  but  I  am  afraid 
now  they  may  be  some  time. 

Mr.  BRYN  ROBERTS:  Can  the 
light  honourable  Gentleman  say  when 
complaint  was  first  made  1 
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No  answer  was  given. 


THE  BLOEMFONTEIN  CONFEKENCE. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Poplar) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
'whether  he  can  give  the  House  any 
information  in  regard  to  the  proposed 
conference  between  President  Kruger 
and  Sir  A.  Milner. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN :  The  Presi- 
dent of  the  Orange  Free  State  has  invited 
Sir  Alfred  Milner  to  Bloemfontein  to 
meet  President  Kruger.  Sir  A.  Milner, 
with  my  approval,  has  accepted  the  invita- 
tion with  the  earnest  hope  of  arriving  at 
a  satisfactory  settlement,  and  as  a  proof 
of  the  desire  of  Her  Majesty*s  Govern- 
ment to  maintain  cordial  relations  with 
the  South  African  Republic,  and  the 
meeting  will  take  place  for  the  purpose 
of  discussing  the  situation  and  with  a 
view  of  arriving  at  such  an  arrangement 
as  Her  Majesty's  Government  could 
accept  and  recommend  to  the  Uitlander 
population  as  a  reasonable  concession  to 
their  just  demands,  and  a  settlement  of 
the  difficulties  which  have  threatened  the 
good  relations  which  Her  Majesty's 
Crovemment  desire  should  constantly 
exist  between  themselves  and  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  South  African  Republic.  I 
understand  that  President  Kruger  has 
stated  that  the  terms  of  Sir  A.  Milner's 
reply  go  further  than  his  intention,  but 
that  he  remains  disposed  to  go  to  Bloem- 
fontein and  will  gladly  discuss  every  pro- 
posal in  a  friendly  way  that  can  conduce 
to  a  good  understanding  between  the 
South  African  Republic  and  England,  and 
to  the  maintenance  of  peace  in  South 
Africa,  provided  that  the  independence 
of  the  Republic  is  not  impugned.  I  under- 
stand that  the  meeting  will  probably  take 
place  on  Tuesday  the  30th  May. 

PEKIN-HANKAU    RAILWAY. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  WALTON  (York,  W.R., 
Barnsley) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
whether  he  can  state,  either  exactly  or 
approximately,  the  point  at  which  the 
railway  now  under  construction  from 
Pekin  to  Hankau  will  enter  the  area 
referred  to  as  the  basin  of  the  Yang-tsze 
in  the  Anglo-Russian  Agreement. 

♦Thb  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE    FOR     FOREIGN     AFFAUtS 


(Mr.  Brodrigk,  Surrey,  Guildford) :  The 
railway  from  Pekin  to  Hankau  will  enter 
the  area  referred  to  at  the  basin  of  the 
Yan^-tsze  in^the  Anglo-Russian  Agreement 
at  tne  point  in  the  province  of  Honan 
where  it  crosses  the  watershed,  of  -the 
Yang-tsze. 

THE    YANG-TSZE    BASIN. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  WALTON :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  take  steps  to  secure  the 
delimitation  of  the  northern  boundary  of 
the  basin  of  the  Yang-tsze,  referred  to  in 
the  Anglo-Russian  Agreement. 

xMr.  BRODRICK  :  As  already  stated 
by  me  in  this  House,  the  Yang-tsze  basin 
has  been  defined  as  the  pro^'inces  border- 
ing on  the  river  and  Honan  and  Chekiang. 
No  delimitation  appears  necessary. 

DUTIES  ON  IMPORTS  INTO  CHINA. 

Mr.  moon  (St.  Pancras,  N.) :  On 
behalf  of  the  honourable  Member  for 
Chester  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of    State    for  Foreign    Affairs    whether 

foods  imported  into  China  by  rail  from 
^ort  Artnur  and  from  that  portion  of 
I'alienwan  which  is  to  be  reserved  for  the 
exclusive  use  of  Russian  and  Chinese  ships 
will  come  under  Clause  3,  section  (H), 
Sub-sections  (c)  and  (d),  of  the  Agree- 
ment between  Russia  and  China  for  the 
construction  of  the  Manchurian  Railway, 
which  provide  that  goods  imported  from 
Russia  into  China  by  rail  shall  pay  an 
import  Chinese  duty  to  the  extent  of  one- 
third  less  as  compared  with  the  duty 
imposed  at  Chinese  seaport  custom-houses 
and  if  destined  for  conveyance  inland 
shall  in  such  case  be  subject  to  pa3rment 
of  transit  duty  to  the  extent  of  one-half 
of  the  import  duty  levied  on  them,  which 
payment  shall  free  them  from  any 
additional  imposts  ;  and,  whether,  seeing 
that  the  charge  for  transit  duty,  in  addi- 
tion to  the  five  per  cent.  Customs  duty 
on  British  goods  imported  into  the  interior 
of  China  through  the  Treaty  Ports  is  two 
and  a  half  per  cent,  ad  talorem^  the  result 
of  the  concession  made  to  Russia  will  be 
to  give  Russian  goods  imported  into 
China  by  rail  from  Port  Arthur  or  the 
Russian  portion  of  Talienwan  an  advantage 
of  two  and  a  half  per  cent,  ad  valorem 
over  British  goods  imported  into  the 
interior  of  China  through  the  Treaty 
Ports. 
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♦Mr.  BRODRICK  :  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  not  aware  that  the 
Russian  Government  have  claimed  for 
goods  which  may  be  imported  into  China 
by  rail  from  Port  Arthur  and  from  that 
portion  of  Talienwan  which  is  to  be  re- 
served for  the  exclusive  use  of  Russian 
and  Chinese  ships  the  advantages  con- 
ferred by  the  subsections  mentioned. 
Enquiry  will  be  made  at  Pekin  as  to  the 
truth  of  the  report.  If  those  advantages 
were  given  to  the  goods  in  question  the 
result  would  be  as  stated  by  the  honour- 
able Member. 

TALIENWAN. 

Mr.  moon  :  On  behalf  of  the  honour- 
able Member  for  Chester  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  tor  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  a  competent  police  ad- 
ministration has  yet  been  established  at 
Talienwan ;  and,  if  so,  whether  passports 
can  now  be  dispensed  with  as  promised 
by  Count  Mouravieflf  on  the  15th  June 
last. 

*Mr.  BRODRICK  :  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  not  yet  heard  of  the 
establishment  of  a  competent  police 
administration  at  Talienwan. 

Mr.  YERBURGH  (Chester) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  whether  the  Customs  ser- 
vice for  the  purpose  of  organising  which 
the  Russian  Chared  d' Affaires  left  Pekin  on 
the  22nd  June  last,  has  yet  been  esta- 
blished ;  and  if  so,  whether  part  of  Talien- 
wan will  be  opened  to  foreign  trade,  as 
promised  by  Count  Mouravieff  on  the 
15th  June  last. 

*Mr.  BRODRICK  :  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  not  yet  heard  of  the 
establishment  of  a  Customs  service  at 
Talienwan,  but  they  await  a  further 
communication  from  the  Russian 
Government. 

DISTRESS  AT  VAN. 

Mr.  STEVENSON  (Suffolk,  Eye) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  able  to  confirm  the  state- 
ments made  on  the  authority  of  the 
Commissioners  of  the  Grosvenor  House 
Committee  in  Kurdistan,  that  the  supply 
of  grain  in  the  vilayet  of  Van  is  practically 
in  the  hands  of  a  syndicate  of  merchants, 
who  by  hoarding  the  grain  are  artificially 


raising  prices ;  and  whether,  in  view  of 
the  distress  prevailing  in  that  proWnce 
amongst  the  agricultural  population,  the 
British  Ambassador  at  Constantinople  has 
been  able  to  induce  the  Turkish  Govern- 
ment to  adopt  remedial  measures  at 
Van. 

♦Mr.  BRODRICK:  Her  xMajestys 
Vice-Consul  at  Van  has  mentioned  in 
despatches  the  hoarding  of  wheat  by  local 
merchants  in  the  hopes  of  a  further  rise 
in  price,  and  he  reported  in  February 
that  the  Vali  had  forced  the  sale  of  these 
stores  of  wheat.  Her  Majesty's  Am- 
bassador lost  no  time  in  calling  the 
attention  of  the  Turkish  Foreign  Slinis- 
ter  to  the  distress  in  the  vilayet  of 
Van,  and  expressed  his  hope  that  the 
necessary  assistance  would  be  afforded. 
In  March  Captain  Maunsell  reported 
that  the  Government  had  allotted  a  sum 
of  £2,000  for  the  distribution  of  seed  in 
the  vilayet,  that  a  mixed  Commission 
had  been  appointed,  and  that  relief  work 
was  progressing  favourably. 

OUTRAGE  ON  A  BRITISH  MISSIONARY 
AT  FUNCHAL. 

Admiral  FIELD  (Sussex,  Eastbourne) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  the 
British  Consul  at  Funchal,  Madeira,  has 
been  called  upon  to  report  on  the  alleged 
outrage  said  to  have  been  committed  upon 
a  British  missionary  (Mr.  Jefferd)  in 
April  last,  at  the  instigation  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  vicar  of  San  Antonio, 
who  is  reported  to  have  harangued  a  mob 
of  some  thousand  persons,  ana  as  a  eon- 
sequence  a  body  of  some  200  men,  with 
swords  and  knives  and  stones,  proceeded 
to  attack  the  residence  of  the  missionary 
in  question,  one  of  the  inmates  being 
stabbed,  and  Mr.  Jefferd  bein^  compelled 
to  hide  himself  to  save  his  life ;  whether 
the  British  Consul  at  Funchal  has  been 
appealed  to  by  the  friends  of  Mr.  Jefferd 
for  protection,  but  in  vain ;  and,  whether 
Her  Majesty's  Secretary  of  State  has 
made  any  representations  to  the  Portu- 
guese Government  for  redress;  and, 
meanwhile,  will  instructions  be  sent  to 
the  Consul  to  afford  all  the  protection  in 
his  power  to  safeguard  the  missionary 
from  further  molestation. 

*Mr.  BRODRICK :  On  news  of  this 
case  reaching  Her  Majesty's  Government 
Her  Majesty's  Consul  at  Funchal  was  at 
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once  instructed  to  report  upon  it,  and 
from  the  statement  which  he  sent  home 
it  appears  that  he  took  all  proper  steps 
for  the  protection  of  Mr.  JefFerd.  He 
will  naturally  continue  to  afford  him  his 
protoction.  In  reply  to  representations 
made  by  Her  Majesty's  Minister  at 
I^isbon  the  Portuguese  Government  have 
stated  that  one  of  the  rioters  was  at  once 
arrested,  and  that  steps  have  been  taken 
for  the  prosecution  of  any  others  who 
can  be  traced.  Her  Majesty's  Minister 
at  Lisbon  has  further  received  instruc- 
tions to  draw  the  attention  of  the  Portu- 
guese Government  to  the  language  used 
by  the  Koman  Catholic  vicar  of  San 
Antonio  in  his  address  previous  to  the 
attack  on  Mr.  Jefferd,  which,  if  correctly 
reported,  appears  to  be  a  direct  incitement 
to  murderous  assault. 

KUSSIAN  DEMANDS  ON  CHINA. 

Mr.  GRETTON  (Derbyshire,  S.) :  1 
})eg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs  a  question  of  which  I  have  given 
him  private  notice — namely,  whether  he 
can  give  any  further  information  Avith 
regard  to  the  demand  made  by  Russia  for 
a  concession  to  construct  a  railway  to 
Pekin. 

♦Mr.  BRODRICK:  We  have  been 
making  inquiry,  but  we  have  not  yet 
}>een  able  to  ascertain  what  course  it  is 
proposed  that  the  line  should  follow. 

LABOUR  DEPARTMENT  STAFF. 

Colonel  DALBI AC  (Camberwell,  N.) : 
I  l>eg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  whether  two  of  the  personal 
clerks  likely  to  be  promoted  to  the  staff 
of  the  Labour  Department  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  are  receiving  £140  per  annum, 
whereas  established  abstractors  of  nearly 
20  years'  service  are  receiving  but  £110  ; 
and,  whether,  if  these  promotions  are 
sanctioned,  these  men  will  receive  the 
sjime  salaries  they  are  now  receiving,  on 
promotion,  viz.,  £140  per  annum ;  and, 
if  so,  will  he  provide  that  the  men  now 
on  the  establishment,  of  longer  service, 
shall  receive  the  same  rate  of  pay. 

The  PRESIDP:NT  of  the  BOARD  of 
TRADE  (Mr.  Ritchie,  Croydon):  Two 
personal  clerks  in  the  Labour  Department 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  are  about  to  be 
placed  on  the  establishment  at  their 
existing  salaries  of  £140.  I  cannot 
properly  enter  into  comparisons  between 
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f  the  relative  merits  of  officers  in  the 
Department,  which  is  a  very  large  one. 
These  merits  are  carefully  weighed  when- 
ever promotions  or  appointments  are 
considered.  The  answer  to  the  last  part 
of  the  question  is  "  No." 

COMPANIES  ACTS  AMENDMENT  BILL 

Mr.  FAITHFULL  BEGG  (Glasgow 
St.  RoUox) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  if  he  can  now 
state  when  the  Companies  Acts  Amend- 
ment Bill  will  be  brought  down  to  this 
House  for  consideration. 

Mr.  RITCHIE:  No,  sir,  the  Select 
Committee  on  the  Bill  have  not  yet 
finished  their  labours. 

POSTMEN'S     LEAVE. 

Mr.  STEADMAN  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Stepney)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  as  representing  the  Post- 
master-General, is  he  aware  that, it  is  very 
difficult  for  officers  of  the  Postmen  s 
Federation  at  Edinburgh  to  obtain  special 
leave  of  absence  to  attend  to  business  of 
the  Federation  elsewhere  ;  whether  the 
Controller  at  Edinburgh  or  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland  has  the  power  to  grant  leave 
without  the  consent  of  the  Secretary  in 
London  ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  a  man 
who  applied  on  the  31st  March  last  for 
leave  on  the  7th  and  8th  April  received 
no  reply  till  the  night  of  the  7th,  one  of 
the  days  asked  for  being  then  past ;  and, 
whether  he  will  make  inquiries  into  the 
case. 

The  financial  SECRETARY  to 
THE  TREASURY  (Mr.  Hanbury,  Pres- 
ton) :  The  Postmaster-General  is  not 
aware  of  the  great  difficulty  referred  to. 
On  the  contrary,  whenever  special  leave  to 
attend  the  meetings  of  the  Postmen's 
Federation  is  asked  for  it  is  allowed, 
provided  no  inconvenience  is  caused  to  the 
public  service.  Such  applications  are 
referre<l  to  headquarters  in  London  for 
sanction.  The  postman  Holmes  who 
applied  for  special  leave  for  the  7th  and 
8th  ultimo  to  proceed  to  Glasgow  to 
audit  the  accounts  of  the  Postmen's 
Gazette,  was  given  leave,  but  his  appli- 
cation could  not  be  dealt  with  immedi- 
atoly  :  and  the  authority  was  sent  by 
telegraph  on  the  7th  ultimo.  I  may  point 
out  also  that  the  Easter  holidays  inter- 
vened. 

21 


925 


Metropolitan 


{COMMONS} 


Police. 


926 


SUB-POSTMASTEKS    AND    RUKAL 
POSTMEN. 

Mr.  STEADMAN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  as  representing 
the  Postmaster-General,  whether  it  is  in 
accordance  with  the  rules  of  the  Depart- 
ment for  a  rural  postman  to  act  as  assist- 
ant to  a  sub-postmaster  situated  at  the 
outward  end  of  his  journey,  especially  if 
the  assistance  can  be  rendered  without 
interference  with  the  postman's  duty  and 
during  the  period  of  waiting  before  com- 
mencing his  return  journey. 

Mr.  HANBURY  :  The  rules  of  the 
Department  do  not  forbid  a  niral  post- 
man to  render  assistance  to  a  sub-post- 
master in  his  private  business  so  long  as 
it  does  not  interfere  with  the  proper  per- 
formance of  his  own  duty.  It  is  not, 
however,  desirable  that  any  part  of  the 
official  duty  assigned  to  a  sub-postmaster 
should  be  performed  by  a  rural  postman 
as  the  foreman  has  to  keep  an  exact  check 
over  everything  done. 

Mr.  STEADMAN  :  May  I  ask  if  a 
sub-postmaster  can  compel  a  rural  post- 
man to  assist  him  in  his  private  business 
without  payment. 

Mr.  HANBURY  :  I  should  certainly 
say  not. 

SEVEN    DAY    NEWSPAPERS. 

Mr.  PIRIE  (Aberdeen,  N.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
whether  he  is  aware  of  the  recent  action 
of  the  Highways  Committee  of  the 
London  County  Council  in  ceasing  to 
advertise  on  behalf  of  the  Council  in  the 
Daily  Telegraph  and  J)aily  Mail;  if  his 
attention  has  been  drawn  to  a  unanimous 
resolution  of  the  Rittersea  Vestry  in 
which  they  depreciited  the  issue  of  seven- 
day  newspapers  as  l)eing  fraught  with 
serious  industrial  consequences  to  the 
working  cUisses,  and  therefore  determined 
to  discontinue  the  purchase  of  those 
pa})oi-s  for  the  libraries  of  the  parish 
nntil  their  Sunday  issue  ceiises,  and  to 
affix  copies  of  the  resolution  in  the  places 
of  those  papers  in  their  public  libraries  ; 
and,  whether,  in  view  of  this  and  the 
similar  action  of  other  public  Ixxiics,  and 
further,  with  the  object  of  giving  practical 
effect  to  the  approval  expressed  by  the 
Homo  Seert'tarv  on  th»»  part  f^f  the 
(rovoniine!it  to  the  deputation  which  he 
reLt'i\v*d    pi u:t sting  agnini^    a  scvt*n-«lav 


issue  of  newspapers,  he  will  consider  the 
propriety  of  discontinuing  aU  Croveni- 
ment  advertisements  in  these  papers.  I 
may  mention  that  since  I  put  this  question 
on  the  Paper  it  has  become  inapplicable  to 
the  Daily  Mail,  owing  to  the  proprietor 
having  ceased  the  Sunday  issue.  May  I 
point  out,  with  reference  to  the  action  of 
public  bodies  upon  this  question,  that 
such  action  has  seriously  diimimshed  the 
circulation  of  the  Daily  Telegraj)h, 
I 

Mr.  HANBURY  :  It  does  not  rest  with 
'  the  Treasury,  but  with   the  responsible 
!  heads  of  the  Departments  concerned,  to 
make  a  final  selection  of  the  newspapers 
'  in  which  their  advertisements  shall  appear. 
!  I  can  only  say  that,  if  the  circulation  of 
'  any  seven-day  paper  should  diminish  in 
I  consequence  of  the  withdrawal  of  adver- 
tisements, the  question  of  employing  it 
for  Treasury  advertisements  might  have 
to  be  re-considered. 

COST  OF  POST  OFFICE  SAVINGS  BANK 
ADMINISTRATION. 

Sir  JAMES  RANKIN  (Herefordshire, 
Leominster)  ;  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury,  as  representing  the  Post- 
master-General, what  is  the  cost  per 
£100  of  deposits  of  the  management  of 
the  Savings  Bank  Department. 

Mr.  HANBURY :  The  rate  per  cent, 
of  expenses  of  management  of  the  Post 
Office  Savings  Bank  u>  the  total  amount 
standing  to  the  credit  of  depositors  was 
in  1897  7s.  9ld.j  if  the  amount  expended 
on  buildings  during  the  year  be  included, 
and  7s.  Q^d.  if  that  amount  be  omitted, 
but  interest  thereon  added  at  the  rate  of 
5  per  cent.  The  rate  per  cent,  of  ex- 
penses of  management  for  the  year  1898 
cannot  yet  be  stated,  but  will,  it  is  esti- 
mated, be  slightly  less  than  in  1897. 

METROPOLITAN    POLICE  —  LODGINGS 
FOR  MARRIED  CONSTABLES. 

Caitain  NORTON  (Newington,  W.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  Home  Secretary  in  1890 
stated  that  he  was  giving  consideration  to 
the  question  of  lodgings  for  the  married 
men  of  the  Metropolitan  police  stationed 
in  the  highly-rented  inner  divisions ; 
and,  whether,  seeing  that  since  1890  the 
difficulty  and  expense  of  obtainin^j  lodg- 
ings in  a  nspjctable  neigh boiu'hood  has 
grt-atly  increased,  he  will  make  renewed 
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ott'orts  with  a  view  to  giving  somo  relief 
to  police  constables,  who,  owing  to  the 
nature  of  their  duties,  are  unable  to  take 
.itlvantiige  of  the  cheaper  rents  prevailing 
in  certain  suburban  districts. 

♦The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THK  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Sir  M. 
White  Ridley,  Lanes,  Blackpool) :  I  am 
aware  that  my  predecessor  considered 
the  question  referred  to,  and  stated  that 
he  was  doing  so,  but  he  did  not  see  his 
way  to  take  any  action  in  the  direction 
indicated  by  the  honourable  and  gallant 
Member,  and  I  am  afraid  I  find  myself  in 
the  same  position. 

WORKMEN'S  COMPENSATION  ACT. 

Mr,  J.  WALTON:  On  behalf  of 
the  honourable  Member  for  the  Nor- 
nianton  Division,  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  he  is  aware  that,  among  other 
doctors  of  indemnity  societies,  one  Dr. 
Macphail,  of  Barnsley,  especially  assumes 
that  ho  has  power,  under  the  Compen- 
sation Act,  1897,  to  insist  upon  patients 
submitting  themselves  for  examination  at 
his  office  or  surgery  at  Barnsley,  and  in 
cases  where  workmen  have  been  injured, 
writes  to  them  that  they  must  so  attend 
on  certain  days  and  at  certain  times ; 
whether  this  or  any  other  doctor  can, 
under  the  Act,  order  any  injured  work- 
man to  attend  his  office  or  surgery  for 
the  purpose  of  examination,  seeing  that 
he  is  simply  an  insurance  or  an  indemnity 
association  officer  ;  and,  if  such  action  on 
the  part  of  a  doctor  is  a  violation  of  the 
Act,  what  steps  he  will  take  to  prevent 
such  practices  in  future. 

*SiR  M.  WHITE  RIDLEY :  I  have 
not  heard  of  the  case  referred  to.  I 
presume  that  the  honourable  Member  is 
referring  to  cases  in  which  a  workman 
has  given  notice  of  an  accident  or  is  in 
receipt  of  a  weekly  payment.  In  these 
cases  the  Act  requires  a  workman  to 
**  submit  himself  for  examination  "  by  a 
medical  practitioner  provided  by  the  em- 
ployer or  by  an  insiu^ance  society.  It  is 
impossible  for  me  to  lay  down  any  general . 
ntle  {IS  to  when  and  how  this  obligation  | 
should  be  fulfilled,  and  I  have  no  power 
to  interfere  in  the  matter. 

THE  PEN  TRADE. 

:;r.    J.    G.    TALBOT    (Oxford    Uni- 
verriity) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  \ 


State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
he  has  received  applications  for  the 
making  of  an  order  for  particulars  (imder 
the  Act  (58  <fe  59  Vict.,  c.  37)  relating  to 
the  pen  trade  ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  is 
prepared  favourably  to  consider  such  ap- 
plications. 

♦Sir  M.  WHITE  RIDLEY  :  I  have 
not  received  any  such  application ;  but 
in  consequence  of  complaints  which 
reached  the  inspectors  inquiries  are  now 
being  made  with  regard  to  *^  particulars  " 
in  the  pen  trade. 

FRUIT  PRESERVING  INDUSTRY. 

Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment whether  he  can  hold  out  hopes  that 
a  measure  dealing  with  the  fruit  pre- 
serving industry,  on  which  he  has  declared 
legislation  to  be  necessary,  will  be  intro- 
duced during  the  present  session. 

♦Sir  M.  white  RIDLEY:  I  am 
afraid  that  I  can  only  say  that  a 
measure  has  been  prepared  which  em- 
braces amendments  of  the  Factory  Law 
relating  to  the  fruit  preserving  industry  ; 
but  in  the  present  state  of  public  busi- 
ness I  can  make  no  definite  statement 
with  regard  to  it. 

TREATMENT  OF  FEEBLE-MINDED 
CHILDREN. 

Mr,  flower  (Bradford,  W.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Vice-President  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Council  on  Education  what  pro- 
gress has  been  made  with  the  Bill  dealing 
with  feeble-minded  children  which  he 
stated  to  be  in  course  of  preparation,  and 
when  it  will  be  introduceid. 

Thb  VICE-PRFi^IDENT  of  the  COM- 
MITTEE  OF  COUNCIL  on  EDUCA- 
TION (Sir  J.  Gorst,  Cambridge  Uiu- 
versity) :  The  Bill  referred  to  oy  the 
honourable  Member  is  in  an  advanced 
state  of  preparation.  I  am  imable  to  say 
when  it  will  be  introduced. 

SOUTH  KENSINGTON  MUSEUM  STAFF. 

Mr,  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Vice-President  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Council  on  Education  whether 
theCi\'il  Service  examination  announced  to 
be  held  on  13th  December  last,  to  fill  a 
vacjincy  in  the  position  of  assibtant  in  the 
South  Kensington  Museum  (Art  Brand*), 
was  actually  lield  ;  and,  if   so,    wlio   thu 
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successful  candidates  were  and  why  the 
usual  announcement  of  the  result  was  not 
published  in  the  Gazette ;  and  in  case 
such  examination  was  not  held,  will  he 
explain  whether,  and  how,  the  vacancy  in 
question  was  filled  up. 

Sir  JOHN  GORST  :  I  understand  that 
the  examination  announced  for  the  13th 
December  was  held  by  the  Civil  Service 
Commissioners,  and  that  on  the  result  of 
it  the  vacancy  in  the  position  of  assistant 
in  the  ■  South  Kensington  Museum  was 
filled.  I  have  no  information  as  to  who 
the  other  candidates  were,  or  why  the 
result  was  not  published  in  the  Gazette. 

CONSTITUTION  HILL. 

Mr.  GALLOWAY  (Manchester,  S.W.) : 
On  behalf  of  the  honourable  Member  for  | 
Cheltenham  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Com- 
missioner of   Works  if  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  condition  of  Constitu- 1 
tion  Hill  almost  nightly  after  dusk,  and  . 
if  he  can  see  his  way  to  improve  the  light- 1 
ing  of  this  thoroughfare,  and  to  have  the  | 
police  supervision  increased. 

The  FIRST  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  Akers  Douglas,  Kent,  St. 
Augustine's) :  According  to  the  statement 
I  made  in  the  discussion  on  the  Estimates, 
my  attention  has  been  given  to  the 
matter  of  improved  lighting  on  Constitu- 
tion Hill,  and  my  honourable  and  gallant 
friend  will  see  that  new  lamps  have 
already  been  put  up  there.  The  question 
of  police  supervision  is  not  under  my 
control,  but  I  am  informed  by  the  Com- 
missioner of  Police  that  there  is  a  con- 
stable on  duty  at  night  at  each  end  of  the 
road  and  also  in  the  middle,  whilst  a 
mounted  officer  is  continually  on  patrol 
duty. 

SCOTTISH  BAIT  SUPPLIES. 

Sir  WILLIAM  WEDDERBURN:  I 
bog  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate  whether  he 
is  aware  that  the  Scottish  line  fishermen 
have  for  some  years  suffered  much  loss 
and  inconvenience  from  want  of  a  cheap 
and  plentiful  supply  of  mussels  for  bait ; 
and  that  in  1898,  as  compared  with  1897, 
the  supply  of  mussels  from  Scottish  beds 
has  declined  by  about  30  per  cent. ;  and 
whether,  looking  to  the  cost,  waste,  and 
inconvenience  involved  in  bringing 
mussels  from  the  Continent,  the  Govern- 1 
ment  will  take  such  steps  as  will  enable  > 
local    mussel   beds  to   be  established,  as 

Mr.  Maurice  Eealy, 


contemplated  in  Section  13  of  the  Sea 
Fisheries  Regulation  (Scotland)  Act,  1895, 
to  supply  in  each  locality  the  bait  without 
which  this  national  industry  cannot  be 
carried  on. 

*The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  A.  G. 
Murray,  Buteshire) :  I  am  informed  by 
the  Fishery  Board  thiit  the  supply  is  not 
the  solo  determining  factor  in  accounting 
for  the  diminution  referred  to  in  the 
question.  The  demand  for  bait  is  at 
least  an  equally  contributory  cause,  and 
that  varies  according  to  the  success  of  the 
white  fishing  for  which  the  bait  is  re- 
quired, and  according  to  the  supply  of 
fresh  herrings  which,  as  bait,  is  preferrttl 
to  mussels,  the  latter  seldom  being  used 
when  the 'former  can  be  obtained.  With 
reference  to  the  importation  of  foreign 
mussels,  the  quantity  imported  has  been 
falling  off*  for  some  time.  Within  the  last 
three  years  there  has  been  a  decrease  of 
over  40  per  cent.  The  Board  up  to  the 
present  time  have  done  all  they  can  to 
enable  local  mussel  beds  to  be  established, 
but  it  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  few 
localities  round  the  coast  of  Scotland  lend 
themselves  to  the  cultivation  of  mussels. 


DR.  LAMONT. 

Sir  CHARLES  CAMERON  (Glasgow. 
Bridgeton) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate whether  he  is  aware  that  the  Sheriff 
Clerk  Depute  at  Lochmaddy,  in  reply  to  a 
letter  from  Dr.  Lamont's  agent  desiring 
to  know  whether  the  warrant  for  Dr. 
Lamont 's  arrest,  dated  10th  September, 
1898,  was  signed  on  the  date  it  bears,  has 
replied,  acknowledging  ^receipt,  and  beg- 
ging to  refer  the  writer  to  the  Crown 
Office;  whether  the  warrant  dated  lOth 
September,  1898,  was  actually  signed  on 
that  date ;  and  whether  the  issue  of  the 
warrant  was  duly  recorded  in  the  Sheriff 
Court  books  on  10th  September;  or,  if 
not,  when  was  it  so  recorded. 

Mr.  A.  G.  MURRAY :  I  am  not  aware 
of  the  statements  made  in  the  first  para- 
graph of  the  question,  but  I  accept  them 
from  the  honourable  Member.  In  reply 
to  the  second  paragraph,  I  am  not  aware 
of  any  reason  to  doubt  that  the  warrant 
was  signed  on  the  date  it  boars ;  and  in 
reply  to  the  third  paragraph,  I  have  no 
infoiTOation,  but  will  inquire  and  privately 
inform  the  honourable  Member. 
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DR.  QUARRIER'S  ORPHAN  HOMES. 

Sir    CHARLES   CAMERON:   I  beg 
to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate,  whether  he  is 
aware  that  some   thousand   children  of 
school  a^e  in  the  district  of  Kilmalcolm, 
having  been   formally  refused  admission 
to  the  public  school,  have  for  some  weeks 
been  receiving  no  education ;   that  this 
state  of    matters  has    arisen    from  the 
closing,  in  consequence  of  the  levying  of 
local    rates    on    the    orphan    homes    of 
Scotland,  of  the  school  in  connection  with 
these  homes  in  which,  without  any  charge 
on  the  rates,  the  children  in  question  have 
until  recently  been  educated;   and  that 
Mr.    Quarrier  is   willing  to   resume   his 
work    of  education    if    freed   from   the 
burden  of  rates ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he 
\*411  bring  the  present  deadlock  to  an  end 
by    undertaking    to     legislate    for     the 
exemption   of  purely   charitable   institu- 
tions from  local  rates  ;  or,  if  not,  whether 
he  will  take  steps  to  compel  the  school 
board  to  provide  education  for  the  children 
in  respect  of  the  buildings  occupied  by 
whom  they  exact  rates. 

Mr.  a.  G.  MURRAY:  The  Depart- 
ment is  now  in  correspondence  with  the 
school  l)oard  on  the  subject  referred  to 
in  the  question  of  the  honourable  Member, 
and  in  these  circumstanccis  it  is  undesir- 
able that  I  should  make  any  statement 
regarding  it.  The  matter  will  receive 
the  careful  attention  of  the  Department, 
but  the  Government  cannot  undertake  to 
deal  with  it  by  special  legislation. 

THE  SCOTTISH  EDUCATION  GRANT. 

Captain  SINCLAIR :  I  beg  to  ask 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  how  it 
is  that  under  the  Estimates  for  the  present 
year  the  cost  of  keeping  up  the  12s. 
capitation  grant  for  Scotland  comes  to 
£5,000,  instead  of  £26,000,  as  estimated 
by  himself  and  the  Lord  Advocate  during 
the  discussion  of  the  Education  (Scotland) 
Bill  in  1897 ;  and,  whether  he  will  credit 
Scotland  with  the  dift'ereiice,  namely,  a 
sum  of  al)Out  £21,000. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  M.  Hicks-Beach,  Bristol, 
W.) :  The  Lord  Advocate  has  alreatly 
explained  why  the  full  amount  which  may 
1)0  required  in  fut  r<'  v'lrs  f<.r  kerping 
the  capitation  grant  for  Scotland  up  to 
1 2s.  will  not  be  necessary  this  year.  1  do 
not  understand  what  the  honourable 
Member    means    by    crediting  Scotland 


with  the  difference ;  it  was  always  stated 
that  the  matter  was  not  and  could  not  b^ 
dealt  with  on  the  basis  of  equivalent 
grants. 

Dr.  CLARK  (Caithness):  Will  the 
sum  received  in  future  be  a  lessening  or 
increasing  amount — will  it  progress  as 
fast  as  the  children  do  ? 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Aberdeenshire,  E.) : 
Is  it  not  a  fact  that  two  years  ago  the 
House  was  informed  by  the  Government 
that  £66,000  in  all  would  be  given  to 
Scotland,  whereas  only  £41,000  is  being 
given. 

Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  :  No  promise 
of  any  fixed  sum  was  ever  made,  but  an 
estimate  was  given  of  the  probable  cost 
of  making  the  change  in  the  educational 
system  for  that  year.  No  pledge  was 
given  as  to  future  years. 

COUNTY    MONAGHAN    MAGISTRACY. 

Mr.  MACALEESE  (Monaghan,  N.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  Mr.  Attorney-General  for  Ire- 
land whether  he  will  agree  to  the  Return 
as  to  magistrates  in  county  Monaghan, 
which  stands  on  this  day's  Raper. 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  G.  W.  Balfour,  Leeds, 
Central) :  There  have  been  eight  appoint- 
ments to  the  Commission  of  the  Peace  in 
county  Monaghan  since  the  18th  June, 
1897,  of  whom  six  are  Protestants  and 
two  Roman  Catholics.  A  list  containing 
the  names  of  these  gentlemen,  with  the 
dates  of  their  appointment,  and  parti- 
culars as  to  their  profession  or  occupa- 
tion, can  be  supplied  to  the  honourable 
Member,  if  he  desires  it ;  but  it  would  bo 
contrary  to  practice  to  specify  the  reli- 
gious denominations  of  individual  Jus- 
tices of  the  Peace,  and  the  Government 
are  not  prepared  to  consent  to  a  formal 
return  of  such  small  dimensions. 

IRISH     EDUCATIONAL    FEE    GRANTS^ 

Mr.  DAVITT  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre-* 
tary  to  the  Treasury,  whether  any  appli- 
cation has  been  received  by  the  Treasury 
from  Mr.  Thomas  O'Donoghue,  late 
teacher  under  the  National  Board  of 
Education  in  Ireland,  for  arrears  of  fee 
grant  due  to  him  for  the  years  1893, 1894, 
and  1895  ;  and,  whether  steps  will  be 
taken  to  investigate  this  claim,  and  to 
satisfy  it  if  it  is  foimd  to  be  a  just 
one. 
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Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  :  An  applica- 
tion of  the  kind  referred  to  in  the  Ques- 
tion has  been  made  ;  but  it  is  part  of  the 
general  subject,  and  can  only  be  treated 
as  such.  I  stated  last  year  the  conditions 
under  which  I  was  prepared  to  make  a 
proposal  to  Parliament ;  but,  so  far  from 
t'lose  conditions  having  been  fulfilled, 
the  teachers  are  at  present  in  litigation 
Anth  the  Government  about  the  new 
rules. 

CURRACROW    POSTAL  ARRANGE- 
MENTS. 

Mr.  DAVITT  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury,  as  representing  the 
Postmaster-General,  will  he  explain  why 
it  is  that  letters  were  sent  from  Holly- 
mount,  South  Mayo,  to  Curracrow  up  to 
the  beginning  of  last  April,  and  have 
since  ceased  to  be  delivered  in  the  ordi- 
nary way ;  and,  whether,  as  the  district 
around  Curracrow  is  a  populous  one,  he 
will  take  into  consideration  the  claims  of 
the  inhabitants  to  have  their  letters  de- 
livered direct  as  heretofore.  ' 

Mr.   HANBURY  :  With  the  view  of ' 
extending  the  house-to-house  delivery  in 
the  Hollymount  district  the  question  of 
revising  the  postal  arrangements  in  the  \ 
neighbourhood  of  Curracrow  has  recently  | 
been  under  enquiry,  and,  owing  to  a  mis- 
understanding on  the  part  of  the  local  < 
officials,  the  foot  post  from  Hollymount  | 
to   Curracrow   was     temporarily   discon- ' 
tinned.     The  service   was,   howeven,  re- ; 
sumed  on  the  8th  instant. 


ULSTER  SUB-COMMISSIONERS. 

Mr.  M^CARTAN  (Down,  S.):  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  Sub-Commissioners  at 
present  working  in  Ulster  have  declared 
that  they  cannot  fix  fair  rents  in  cases 
where  the  valuations  for  the  standard 
year  on  houses  and  land  have  not  been 
lodged  with  or  given  to  the  Court ; 
whether  he  can  state  how  many  appli- 
cations have  been  made  by  solicitors  for 
the  tenants  and  by  others  for  certificates 
of  such  valuations  and  as  yet  unattended 
to ;  whether  he  will  take  into  considera- 
tion the  desirability  of  suggesting  to  the 
Land  Commission  the  propriety  of  having 
such  certificates  furnishecl  to  the  different 
Sub-Commissions  in  respect  of  the 
holdings  mentioned    in    the     fair     rent 


applications  in  their  lists  for  hearing; 
and,  whether  Ordnance  Survey  maps  are 
at  present  furnished  to  the  Sub-Com- 
missioners in  the  same  way  for  the  con- 
venience of  the  Court  and  the  parties. 

Mr.  G.  W.  BALFOUR :  With  regartl 
to  the  first  and  third  paragraphs,  I  am 
informed  that  some  inconvenience  has 
been  experienced  by  a  few  of  the  Sub- 
Commissioners  owing  to  their  not  having 
had  before  them,  at  the  hearing  in  Court, 
certificates  of  the  revised  valuation  of 
each  holding  in  the  standard  year. 
Arrangements  were  made  some  time  ago 
to  supply  them  with  these  certificates 
from  the  general  valuation  office,  and 
they  are  being  issued  as  quickly  as 
possible.  The  Land  Commission  have 
applied  ^or  certificates  in  2,570  cases ; 
of  these  1,170  have  been  issued  and  the 
remainder  will  be  in  their  hands  before 
the  end  of  the  month.  2,500  certificates 
have  been  applied  for  by  solicitors  and 
others,  of  which  2,250  have  been  issued, 
and  as  to  the  balance,  100  cases  await 
further  particulars  for  identification,  and 
the  remaining  150  will  issue  before 
Saturday  next.  With  reference  to 
the  last  paragraph,  it  is  the  fact  that 
ordnance  sheets,  in  blank,  are  supplied  to 
Assistant  Commissioners,  who  mark  on  the 
sheets  the  })oundaries  of  the  holding  as 
pointed  out  to  them  at  the  inspection. 


NEWCASTLE  (CO.   DOWN)  PIER  AND 
HARBOUR  WORKS. 

Mr.  Arc  art  an  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether  the 
loan  promised  by  the  Treasiu^y  will  l>c 
forthcoming  for  constructing  and  com- 
pleting Newcastle  (County  Down)  pier 
and  harbour  works  in  case  the  Count v 
Council  adopt  the  suggestion  made  by  the 
Treasury  as  to  supplementing  the  ad- 
vance promised  by  the  Treasury. 

Mr.  HANBURY  :  The  original  oflfer 
of  the  Treasury,  which  contemplated  a 
grant  (not  a  loan)  of  £5,000  on  certain 
conditions,  was  frustrated  by  certain 
legal  diflSculties  which  may  have  been 
modified  by  the  Irish  Local  Government 
Act  of  last  session.  I  cannot  give  any 
detailed  undertaking  until  a  definite  pro- 
posal from  the  County  Cotmcil  comes 
before  the  Treasury  ;  but  I  may  say  in 
general  terms  that  the  offer  of  1896  is 
still  open. 
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MR.  HENN,  R.M. 

Mr.  DILLON :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that,  at  the 
Ballintoghe  Petty  Sessions  on  Wednes- 
day, 10th  May,  Mr.  Henn,  R.M.,  insisted 
on  taking  the  chair,  and  when  his  claim 
to  take  the  chair  was  resisted,  succeeded 
in  netting  the  Petty  Sessions  adjourned  ; 
ana,  whether  any  notice  will  be  taken  by 
the  Executive  of  the  proceedings  of  Mr. 
Henn  on  that  occasion. 

Mr.  G.  W.  BALFOUR:  On  the 
occasion  referred  to,  the  honourable 
Member  for  North  Leitrim  insisted  on 
retaining  the  Chair,  although  Mr.  Henn 
was  voted  into  that  position  by  the 
majority  of  the  Magistrates  present.  As 
the  honourable  Member  for  North  Leitrim 
declined  to  make  way  for  Mr.  Henn  the 
Petty  Sessions  Court  was  adjourned,  again 
by  a  vote  of  the  majority  of  the  Magis- 
trates present.  There  is  nothing  in  the 
action  of  Mr.  Henn  calling  for  the  notice 
of  the  Elxecutive. 

Mr.  DILLON  :  Is  it  not  the  fact  that 
the  majority  consisted  of  Mr.  Henn,  who 
seconded  his  own  nomination,  and  then 
moved  the  adjournment  of  the  Court  1 

Mr.  G.  W.  BALFOUR :  The  bench 
consisted  of  three  magistrates,  and  Mr. 
Henn  was  one  of  the  two  who  formed  the 
majority. 

Mr  DILLON :  Am  I  to  undei*stand 
that  the  Executive  approve  of  this  con- 
duct on  the  part  of  an  executive  officer  ? 

Mr  G.  W.  BALFOUR:  As  I  have 
said,  I  see  nothing  in  the  action  calling 
for  the  notice  of  the  Executive. 


IRISH  CHURCH  FUND. 

Mr  DILLON :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  the  Land  Commission 
was  consulted  by  the  Irish  Grovemment 
as  to  the  provisions  of  the  Tithe  Rent- 
Charge  Bill  and  the  condition  of  the 
Church  Fund  before  the  Bill  was  intro- 
duced ;  whether  any  correspondence  has 
passed  between  the  Treasury,  the  Land 
Commission,  and  the  Irish  Gk)vemment 
on  this  subject ;  and,  if  any  correspon- 
dence has  passed,  whether  he  will  lay  it 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House. 


Mr.  G.  W.  BALFOUR :  The  Land 
Commission,  as  such,  has  not  been 
formally  consulted  by  the  Irish  GU)vern- 
ment  on  the  subject  of  the  Tithe  Rent- 
Charge  Bill,  but  full  information  has  been 
placed  at  the  disposal  of  the  Irish  Gk)vern- 
ment  by  the  office  of  the  Land  Commis- 
sion. All  communications  that  have 
passed  on  this  subject  are  of  a  con- 
fidential character,  and  I  cannot  consent 
to  lay  them  on  the  table  of  the  House. 

MOUNT  BELLEW  UNION. 

Mr.  JOHN  ROCHE  (Galway,  E.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware 
that  in  the  Killcroran  division  of  Mount 
Bellew  Union  the  rateable  value  of  the 
lands  in  the  hands  of  small  tenants  is 
under  £\  per  head  of  population,  and 
that  there  are  in  the  division  considerable 
tracts  of  grass  lands ;  and,  whether  he 
will  consider  the  desirability  of  having 
the  division  scheduled  as  a  congested 
area. 

Mr.  G.  W.  BALFOUR :  The  facti  may 
be  as  stated  in  the  first  paragraph.  The 
electoral  division  referred  to  is  not,  how- 
ever, a  congested  area  within  the  meaning 
of  the  36tn  Section  of  the  54th  and  55th 
Vict.  cap.  48,  and  there  is  no  legal  power 
to  schedule  it  as  such. 

Mr.  DILLON :  Will  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment consider  the  advisability  of  intro- 
ducing some  modification  of  the  Act  to 
enable  it  to  be  done  1 

Mr,  G.  W.  BALFOUR  :  As  at  present 
advised  I  do  not  think  it  desirable. 


AGRICULTURE    AND  TECHNICAL  IN- 
STRUCTION BILL  (IRELAND). 

Mr.  AUSTIN  (Limerick,  W.) :  I  bee 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether,  in  view 
of  the  importance  of  the  agricultural  and 
manufacturing  industries  of  Ireland  and 
the  distinctive  character  of  the  legislative 
and  other  conditions  relating  to  them 
respectively,  the  Government  are  pre- 
pared to  make  provision  for  the  subject 
of  technical  instruction  being  separately 
dealt  with  by  an  officer  of  the  Department, 
acting  under  the  advice  of  the  Board  of 
Technical  Instruction  proposed  to  be 
created  by  the  Bill 
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Mr.  G.  W.  BALFOUR  :  If  the  honour- 
able Member  does  not  think  that  sufficient 
account  has  been  taken  in  the  Bill  of  the 
distinctive  character  of  agricultural  as 
contrasted  with  manufaeturing  industries, 
it  will  be  open  to  him  to  raise  the  question 
on  the  Second  Reading  of  the  measure,  or 
in  Committee. 

COUNTY  ANTRIM  CONSTABULARY. 

Mr.  MACALEESE:  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  action  of  County  Inspector 
Scott,  in  promoting  Protestant  constables 
over  Roman  Catholics,  has  produced  dis- 
content in  the  ranks  of  the  County  Antrim 
Constabulary  ;  whether  he  can  state  how 
many  Roman  Catholics  have  either  left 
the  force  altogether  or  applied  for  trans- 
fers to  other  counties  since  Mr.  Scott's 
appointment  in  1897  ;  and,  will  he  confer 
with  Sir  Andrew  Reid,  Inspector-G-eneral, 
in  order  to  redress  the  balance  in  the 
County  Antrim  Force. 

Mr.  G.  W.  BALFOUR:  I  am  not 
aware  that  any  discontent  has  been  pro- 
duced, as  alleged,  in  the  ranks  of  the 
County  Antrim  Constabulary.  The  niun- 
ber  of  men  serving  in  the  county  who 
have  left  the  force  since  Mr.  Scott's 
appointment  in  1897  is  as  follows : — 

Roman  Catholics.  Protestants. 
Pensioned             ...        11  U 

Resigned  ...  4  2 

Appfied  for  transfer 

to  other  counties        33  25 

Of  the  four  Roman  Catholics  who  resigned, 
two  did  so  to  save  themselves  from  dis- 
missal. The  county  force  consisted  of 
258  men  at  the  end  of  last  year,  of  whom 
132  were  Roman  Catholics  and  126  were 
Protestants.  Promotions  in  Antrim,  as 
elsewhere,  are  not  regulated  by  considera- 
tions of  religion,  and  the  claims  of  all 
deserving  constables  are  considered  quite 
irrespective  of  their  religious  views. 

NEWBLISS    MAILS. 

Mr.  MACALEESE :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  as  representing 
the  Postmaster  -  General,  whether  the 
English  and  late  Dublin  letters,  which 
arrive  at  Newbliss  about  8.40  a.m.,  lie  in 
the  post  office  till  11  a.m. ;  whether  an 
additional  postman  has  been  appointed  at 
Newbliss  ;  and,  if  so,  what  are  his  duties 
and  salary ;  and  seeing  that  Newbliss  is 
a  town  of  about  100  houses  altogether, 


what  difficulty  is  there  in  the  way  of 
having  the  8.40  a.m.  mails  delivered 
immediately  on  their  arrival. 

Mr.  HANBURY  :  It  is  the  fact  that 
the  English  and  late  Dublin  letters  which 
arrive  at  Newbliss  about  8.40  a.m-  lie  in 
the  post  office  till  1 1  a.m.  The  explana- 
tion is  that  the  mail  from  Belfast  contain- 
ing the  Scotch  and  North  of  Ireland 
letters  does  not  arrive  until  the  latter 
hour,  and  a  combined  delivery  is  then 
made.  An  additional  auxiliary  postman 
has  recently  been  appointed  at  Newbliss. 
His  duties  consist  in  making  two  deliveries 
of  letters  in  and  about  Newbliss,  and  in 
fetching  the  Belfast  morning  mail  from 
the  station.  His  pay  is  6s.  a  week  with 
5d.  additional  for  Sunday  duty.  If  the 
English  and  Dublin  late  letters  were 
delivered  immediately  after  their  arrival 
at  8.40  a.m.,  the  North  of  Ireland  and 
Scotch  letters  would  have  to  be  called  for 
by  the  public  at  the  post  office,  as  a 
third  delivery  by  postman  would  not  be 
justified. 

SUPPRESSION  OF  PUBLIC  MEETINCJS 
IN    COUNTY    MAYO. 

Mr.  DAVITT  :  I  be§  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  the  suppression  of  the  meet- 
ing at  Breaffy,  county  Mayo,  on  Sunday 
last  was  based  upon  an  information  sworn 
by  some  person  that  such  meeting,  if 
held,  would  lead  to  intimidation;  and 
whether  he  can  say  if  such  information 
was  sworn  by  a  police  officer  or  by  a 
civilian. 

Mr.  G.  W.  BALFOUR :  The  procla- 
mation  which  was  issued  prohibiting  the 
holding  of  this  meeting  was  based  upon 
an  information  sworn  by  the  district  In- 
spector of  Constabulary.  This  informa- 
tion was  to  the  eifoct  that  he  had  reason- 
able grounds  for  believing,  and  did  believe, 
that  the  meeting  would  cause  a  breach 
of  the  peace  and  tranquility  of  the 
neighbourhood  and  would  lead  to  boycott- 
ing and  intimidation. 

Mr.  DAVITT :  I  beg  to  aak  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land how  many  public  meetings  announced 
to  be  held,  in  the  usual  way  of  popular 
demonstrations,  have  been  proclaimed 
and  suppressed  in  the  county  of  Mayo 
during  the  past  twelve  months:  and  if 
he  can  state  whether  such  action  by  the 
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police  authorities  has  in  each  instance  been 
oniered  by  the  Executive  in  Dublin,  or 
was  taken  on  the  initiative  of  the  resident 
magistrates  in  the  county. 

Mr.  G.  W.  BALFOUR :  Five  meet- 
ings of  the  United  Irish  League  have  been 
prohibited  in  the  county  of  Mayo  during 
the  past  twelve  months.  The  direction  to 
prevent  these  meetings  was  given  in  each 
case  by  the  Executive  Government. 

IRISH    CONCiESTED    DISTRICTS 
BOARDS. 

Mr.  DAVITT  :  I  bee  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land,  what  is  the  total  amount  of  money 
now  at  the  disposal  annually  of  the  Gon- 
geste<l  Districts  Board  for  the  furtherance 
of  the  labours  of  that  body  ;  if  he  can 
state  the  sum  which  has  been  added  this 
year,  and  for  future  annual  outlay,  to  the 
previous  yearly  income  of  the  Board  ; 
and,  whether  a  portion  of  this  total 
yearly  revenue,  and  if  so,  how  much,  is 
specifically  intended  for  the  work  of 
bettering  or  enlarging  small  holdings  in 
congested  areas. 

Mr.  G.  W.  BALFOUR:  The  Boaixi's 
ordinary  income  is  £41,250  per  annum, 
being  interest  on  the  Church  Surplus 
Grant,  exclusive  of  assistance  out  of  valid 
moneys  to  the  extent  of  about  £6,000 
towards  the  cost  of  administration.  In 
afidition  to  these  amounts  the  Board  ad- 
minister (chiefly  for  loans)  two  fishery 
funds,  the  capital  value  of  which  at  present 
is  about  £40,000.  In  reply  to  the  second 
mragraph,  I  would  refer  the  honourable 
Member  to  the  statement  already  made 
bv  me  in  the  debate  on  an  Amendment 
to  the  Address  at  the  beginning  of  this 
session.  The  future  annual  income  of 
the  Board  will  be  increased  by  a  sum  of 
})etween  £18,000  and  £19,000  a  year, 
but  this  provision  will  have  to  be  made 
by  Bill,  and  I  cannot  state  at  present 
whether  any  of  the  additional  income  will 
begin  to  accrue  before  the  commencement 
of  the  next  financial  year.  No  portion  of 
the  yearly  revenue  of  the  Board  is  speci- 
fically allocated  to  the  purpose  mentioned 
in  the  last  paragraph.  In  the  speech  al- 
ready alluded  to  I  explained  the  further 
facilities  which  the  Boani  will  in  future 
enjoy  by  the  placing  of  floating  capital  at 
its  dfisposal.  The  money  for  the  purchase 
of  estates  is  obtained  by  advances  of  land 
stock  from  the  Land  Commission. 


BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  :  Does  the  First 
Lord  intend  by  moving  the  suspension  of 
the  twelve  o'clock  Rule,  to  secure  the 
passing  of  the  London  Gk)vernment  Bill 
through  Committee  before  the  House 
rises  1 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester, 
E.) :  I  had  not  contemplated  so  horrible  a 
prospect  as  that  of  an  all-night  sitting 
over  the  London  Government  Bill  in 
Committee,  nor  do  I  see  that  there  is  any 
reasonable  prospect  of  that  Bill  not  being 
got  over  in  very  good  time.  It  is  solely 
in  that  belief  that  I  shall  ask  the  House 
to  suspend  the  twelve  o'clock  Rule,  and  I 
think  everybody  will  join  with  me  in 
seeing  the  great  inconvenience  of  keeping 
half  a  page  of  the  Bill  over  to  be  dealt 
with  after  the  Holidays.  I  think  we  ought 
to  finish  it  to-night. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  :  In  the  event  of  the 
Committee  stage  of  the  Bill  being  finished 
to-night,  can  the  right  honourable  Gentle- 
man state  the  day  when  he  proposes  to 
take  the  Report  stage,  or  a  day  before 
which  the  Report  stage  will  not  be  taken  f 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  shall  not  take 
the  Report  stage  of  the  Bill  before  the 
5th  June  in  any  case. 

Mr.  CALDWELL  (Lanark,  Mid): 
What  Supply  will  be  taken  to-morrow  1 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Objection  has 
been  taken  to  our  dealing  with  the  Cus* 
toms  Vote  to-morrow,  and  therefore  the 
Inland  Revenue  Vote  will  be  the  fir^t 
Order.  I  have  alre^uly  intimated  wliat 
other  Votes  will  be  taken,  including  Votes 
in  Class  2. 

Mr.  CALDWELL  :  Is  the  right  honour- 
able Gentleman  aware  that  Class  2  is  very 
contentious  in  respect  of  some  Votes, 
especially  regarding  Hansard  f 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  We  can  discuss 
that  question  to-morrow,  and  I  daresay 
we  shall  be  able  to  come  to  some  arrange- 
ment. 

Mr.  STEADMAN:  Will  the  right 
honourable  Gentleman  postpone  the  Post 
Office  Vote  until  after  June  1st  ? 
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Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  We  propose 
to  take  it  that  day.  I  am  afraid  it  would 
be  very  inconvenient  to  disturb  that 
arrangement.  It  is  a  Vote  we  are  very 
anxious  to  get,  and  I  hope  it  will  be 
regarded  as  a  convenient  arrangement. 

Captain  DONELAN  ^Cork,  E.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
whether,  with  a  view  to  meet  the  con- 
venience of  Irish  Members,  he  will  arrange 
that  no  Irish  business  shall  be  taken  be- 
fore Tuesday,  13th  June. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  No  Irish 
business  will  be  taken  before  the  13th 
June.  Of  course  in  that  undertaking  I  do 
not  include  the  Third  Reading  of  the 
Finance  Bill,  which  I  understand  some 
Irish  Members  desire  to  talk  about. 

Mr.  CALDWELL :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  whether  it  is 
proposed  to  take  any  Scotch  Votes  to- 
morrow or  on  1st  or  2nd  June  ;  and,  if  so, 
would  he  state  what  Votes,  and  on  what 
day. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  No,  Sir ;  it  is 
not  my  intention  to  take  any  Scotch 
Votes  on  either  of  the  days  mentioned. 


SUPREME    COURT    (APPEALS)    BILL 

[Lords]. 

Returned  from  the  Commons  with  the 
Amendment  made  by  the  Lords  to  the 
Amendments  made  by  the  Commons, 
agreed  to. 

METROPOLITAN   WATER  COMPANIES 

BILL. 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
order). 

BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  BILL      [Lords]. 

Read  the  first  time  ;  to  be  read  a 
second  time  upon  Thursday,  1st  June, 
and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  2U.] 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 
That  they  have  agreed  to — 

PUBLIC  LIBRARIES  (SCOTLAND)  ACTS 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 

TENTERDEN  RAILWAY  BILL. 
Without  Amendment. 


METROPOLITAN   WATER   C0B4PANIES 

BILL. 

BRIGG  URBAN   DISTRICT  GAS  BILL. 
With  Amendments. 

Amendments  to — 

SOLICITORS  BILL  [Lords]. 

NORTHERN  ASSURANCE  COMPANY 
BILL  [Lords]. 

Without  Amendment. 

That  they  have  passed  a  Bill  intituled 
"  An  Act  to  amend  the  law  with  respect 
to  persons  carrying  on  business  as  money- 
lenders."    [Money-Lending  Bill  [Lords.] 

Also,  a  Bill  intituled,  "An  Act  to  re- 
move the  Disqualification  of  Justices  in 
certain  cases  under  the  Licensing  Acts, 
1872-4."  [Licensing  (Disqualification  of 
Justices  Removal)  Bill  [Lords.] 

Also,  a  Bill  intituled,  "  An  Act  to 
enable  the  Port  Talbot  Railway  and 
Docks  Company  to  maintain  certain 
deviations  of  their  railways  and  works 
authorised  by  The  Port  Talbot  Railway 
and  Docks  Act,  1894,  The  Port  Talbot 
Railway  and  Docks  (Ogmore  Valleys  Ex- 
tension) Act,  1896,  and  The  Port  Talbot 
Railway  and  Docks  (South  Wales  Mineral 
Railway  Junction)  Act,  1896;  and  for 
other  purposes."  [Port  Talbot  Railway 
and  Docks  Bill  [Lords.] 

Also,  a  Bill  intituled,  "An  Act  to 
enable  the  mayor,  aldermen,  and  burgesses 
of  the  borough  of  Salford  to  reconstruct 
their  existing  and  to  construct  additional 
Tramways  ;  to  make  street  improvements, 
and  to  raise  additional  moneys  by  mort- 
gage and  by  the  creation  and  issue  of 
stock;  and  to  make  further  provisions 
for  the  good  government  of  the  borough.*' 
[Salford  Corporation  Bill  [Lords.] 

Also,  a  Bill  intituled,  "  An  Act  to  make 
further  provision  in  regard  to  the  water 
undertaking  of  the  Corporation  of  Wake- 
the  field,  and  to  health,  local  government, 
and  improvement  of  the  city  ;  and  for 
other  purposes."  [Wakefield  Corporation 
Bill  [Lords.] 

Also,  a  Bill  intituled,  "An  Act  to 
empower  the  mayor,  alderman,  and 
burgesses  of  the  borough  of  Loughborough 
to  purchase  the  undertaking  of  the  Lough- 
borough Gas  Company,  ana  to  supply  gje^A 
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and    electricity:    to    extend    the    water!     (H)LONIAL   AND   FOREIGN   BANKS 
limits  of  the  8^d  Corporation  ;  and  for         GUARANTEE  FUND  BILL  [Lords]. 


other    purposes."     [Loughborough    Cor 
poration  Bill  [Lords.] 

Also,  a  Bill  intituled,  "  An  Act  to  incor- 
porate the  Trustees  of  the  Colonial  and 
Foreign  Banks  Guarantee  Fund,  and  to 
enlarge  the  powers  vested  in  such  Trus- 
tees ;  and  for  other  purposes."  [Colonial 
and  Foreign  Banks  Guarantee  Fund  Bill 
[Lords.] 

Also,  a  Bill  intituled,  "  An  Act  to 
extend  the  period  limited  for  the  con 


Head  the  first  time  :  and  referred  to 
the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private 
Bills. 

BRIGHTON  MARINE  PALACE  AND 
PIER  BILL  [Lords]. 

Read  the  first  time ;  and  referred  to 
the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private 
Bills. 

FURNESS  RAILWAY  BILL  [Lonls]. 

Read  the   first  time;  and  referred  to 
struction  and^'completion  of  the  Brighton  I  ^^^  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private 
Marine  Palace  and  Pier  :  and  for  other  '  ^^^^^* 
purposes."  [Brighton  Marine  Palace  and  \         STRETFORD  GAS  BILL  [lA>raK]. 

l*ier  Bill  [Lords.!  ,      i.     ,    i      z.  ,      ^        i 

*■  ■"  '      Read  the  first   time ;  and  referred  to 

Also,  a  Bill  intituled,  "  An  Act  for  con-  [  the   PLxaminers   of  Petitions  for  Private 

ferring   further   powers   on  the  Furness  |  Bills. 

Itailway  Company  for  the  construction  of 


works,  the  raising  of  capital,  and  other- 
wise in  relation  to  their  undertaking ; 
and  for  other  purposes."  [Furness  Rail- 
way Bill  [Lords.] 

Also,  a  Bill  intituled,  "An  Act  for 
granting  further  powers  to  the  Stratford 
Gas  Company."  [Stretford  Gas  Bill 
[Lords.] 


PAISLEV  AND   BARRHEAD    DISTRICT 
RAILWAY   BILL  [Lords]. 

Read  the  first  time  ;  and  referred!  to 
the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private 
Bills. 


MONEY-LENDING  BILL  [LortlsJ. 

Read    the    first  time ;    to  be   read   a 
second  time  upon   Thursday,    1st  June, 
And  also,  a  Bill  intituled,  "An  Act  to  |  and  to  be  printed.  [Bill  215. J 
empower     the     Paisley     and     Barrhead , 
District  Railway  Comjany  to  construct  I  IRELAND-PUBLIC  MEETING,  COUNTY 

new  railways  ;  and  for  other  purposes."  i 

[Paisley  and  Barrhead  District  Railway        Motion  for  Adjournment. 

Bill  [Lords.] 

^  ^  Mr.   DAVITT  (Mayo  S.)  rose  in  his 

PORT  TALBOT  RAILWAY  AND  DOCKS  i  place,  and  asked  leave  to  move  the  Ad- 


BILL  [Lords]. 

Read  the  first  time ;  and  referred  to 
the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private 
Bills. 

« 

SALFORD   CORPORATION  BILL  (Ixirds). 

Read  the  first  time  ;  and  referred  to 
the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private 
Bills. 

WAKEFIELD    CORPORATION    BILL 

[LohIh]. 

liccod  the  first  time ;  and  referred  to 
the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private 
Bills. 

LOUGHBOROUGH  CORPORATION  BILL 

[Lonl«]. 


joumment  of  the  House  for  the  purpose 
of  discussing  a  definite  matter  of  urgent 
public  importance,  namely. 


"  The  Buppression  of  a  public  meeting  in  the 
countv  of  Mayo,  on  Sunday  last,  by  a  force  of 
arnieci  police,  and  of  an  unwarranted  interfe- 
rence thereby  with  tlie  legal  right  of  t)ie  people 
of  that  county  to  exercine  the  privileges  of 
free  speech  and  of  public  meeting  for  the  pur- 
pose of  discussing  tneir  grievances  and  of  de- 
manding constitutional  remedies  therefor." 

but  the  pleasure  of  the  House  not  having 
been  signified,  Mr.  Speaker  called  on 
those  Members  who  supported  the  motion 
to  rise  in  their  places,  and  not  less  than 
forty  Members  having  accordingly  risen, 

Mr.  DAVITT  assured  the  House  that 
he  would  not  have  taken  this  unusual 


Read  the  first  time  ;  and  referred  to  !  course  if  the  action  of  which  he  com- 
the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private  j  plained  was  an  isolated  instance  of  police 
Bills.  interference   with    the    right    of    public 
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meeting  and  free  speech  in  that  county. 
As  they  had  heard  from  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary that  afternoon,  this  was  the  fifth 
instance  of  the  kind  in  the  same  county 
during  the  last  twelve  months,  and  he 
was  called  oipon,  as  one  of  the  Members 
for  Mayo,  to  register  the  strongest  pos- 
sible protest  against  a  continuance  of  these 
most  unwarranted  proceedings.  The  ex- 
planation given  by  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  this  latest  act  of  violence  by  authority 
was  in  no  way  a  justification  for  so  ex- 
treme a  course  as  that  pursued  on  Sun- 
day. He  could  not  imagine  any  such 
a  course  being  taken  on  this  side  of  the 
Irish  Sea  unless  the  Home  Secretary  be- 
came politically  demented,  and  so  long  as 
the  fiction  of  equal  laws  for  both  countries 
was  proclaimed  in  England  they  must 
insist  upon  equal  treatment  in  the  matter 
of  the  commonest  rights  of  citizenship 
being  accorded  to  the  Irish  people.  The 
meeting  on  Sunday  at  Breaffy  was  called 
for  the  purpose  of  furthering  the  objects 
of  the  United  Irish  League,  and  he  need 
not  go  into  details  as  to  what  those  objects 
were.  They  were  well  and  widely  known 
to  be  the  general  betterment  of  the  land 
workers  in  Ireland  by  means  of  the  en- 
largement of  holdings  and  of  other  re- 
forms. Those  objects  were  either  legal 
or  illegal.  If  legal  it  was  a  monstrous 
outrage  upon  the  rights  of  the  people  to 
have  their  meetings  proclaimed  and  sup- 
pressed. If  those  objects  were  illegal  it 
was  the  duty  of  the  right  honourable 
Gentleman  to  prosecute  and  bring  before 
the  tribunal  of  the  law  those  who  pro- 
moted such  meetings  and  who  had  identi- 
fied themselves  with  the  purposes  for 
which  they  were  called.  The  Chief 
Secretary  could  not  escape  from  this 
position.  He  must  either  observe  the  law 
himself  through  his  underlings  or  take 
steps  to  put  the  law  in  motion  in  the 
usual  way.  To  proclaim  a  meeting  on 
the  ground  that  it  would  lead  to  some 
breach  of  the  law  if  it  .was  held  was 
virtually  to  hand  over  to  the  police  the 
power  of  suppressing  every  meeting 
which  might  have  a  strong  political  com- 
plexion. This  was  coercion  in  its  most 
objectionable  form.  It  was  simply  making 
the  resident  magistrate,  who  was  always 
a  strong  political  partisan  in  Ireland,  the 
arbiter  of  the  rights  of  the  people.  He 
desired  to  protest  against  this  as  an  in- 
tolerable invasion  of  popular  liberty. 
His  own  experience  at  one  of  these 
suppressed  meetings    would    afford   the 

Mr,  DavitL 


House  some  idea  of  the  extremes  to  which 
the  police  authorities  of  the  county  of 
Mayo  would  resort  to  put  down  what  he 
contended  were  legal  and  constitutional 
meetings.  A  few  months  ago  he  was 
going  for  the  first  time  to  a  section  of  his 
constituency  since  being  elected  for  the 
division.  What  happened?  He  would 
ask  honourable  Members  whether  a 
parallel  to  these  proceedings  could  be 
found  in  the  whole  history  of  political 
reform  movements  in  England.  He  was 
stopped  on  the  public  highway  within  his 
constituency,  two  miles  from  the  place  of 
meeting,  by  a  force  of  police,  some  of 
them  armed  with  batons,  and  some  with 
rifles.  He  was  not  allowed  to  even  pro- 
ceed along  the  road  within  a  mile-and-a- 
half  of  one  of  the  chief  towns  in  his  own 
constituency.  Women  and  girls  were 
also  stopped  on  the  public  highway,  with- 
out a  single  breach  of  the  peace  having 
been  committed  by  anyone  except  the 
police.  He  had  not  spoken  a  word  nor 
done  an  act  that  could  lend  a  shadow  of 
justification  for  this  despotic  action  of  the 
magistrate  and  his  constabulary  force,  and 
yet  he  was  stopped  on  the  public  high- 
way within  the  constituency  which  he  re- 
presented, and  denied  the  common  right 
of  proceeding  along  the  road.  He 
wondered  what  would  be  the  language 
of  the  English  Press  if  conduct  of 
this  outrageous  kind  was  carried  on  }>v 
the  Boer  officials  at  Johannesbiu*g,  and 
Uitlanders  were  stopped  on  a  public  high- 
way by  armed  police,  and  denied  the 
privilege  of  using  a  roadway  which  led  to 
a  place  where  a  public  meeting  was  to  l>e 
held?  A  feeling  of  speechless  indigna- 
tion would  prevail  in  this  country  at  such 
proceedings ;  and  yet  they  had,  on  the 
admission  of  the  Chief  Secretary,  five  in- 
stances of  this  putting  down  of  a  public 
meeting  and  of  interference  with  in- 
dividual liberty  by  a  reckless  police 
authority  during  the  past  year,  no  nearer 
to  the  Transvaal  than  the  Coiuity  of 
Mayo.  The  Chief  Secretary,  in  calling 
for  the  suppression  of  these  meetings,  only 
succeeded  in  bringing  the  law  and  its 
administrators  into  contempt.  These 
meetings  were  not  prevented.  Two  or 
three  gatherings  took  place  as  a  rule 
around  the  locality  where  one  had  been 
forbidden,  the  result  ])eing  that  the  whole 
costly  proceeding  of  bringing  fifty  or  a 
hundred  police  to  one  place  became  the 
laughing-stock  of  the  whole  country. 
But  though  it  might  be  a  matter  for 
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popular  amusement  to  witness  these  ex- 
hibitions of  Executive  folly,  there  was  a 
^eat  right  involved  and  menaced  in  such 
action  as  that  of  Sunday,  and  he   wished 
to  warn  the  right  honourable  Gentleman 
that  he  would  not  be  permitted  to  carry 
oil    those    high-handed    proceedings     in 
future   without   a  protest   of    this  kind 
being  made  whenever  he  resorted  to  the 
course  which  had  called  this  protest  forth. 
The   United   Irish    League   was   a   well- 
known   organisation   and   it  had   held  a 
large  numl)er  of  meetings.     Either  it  was 
a  legal  combination  or  it  was   not.     If  it 
was,  they  had  as  much  right  to  propagate 
their  ^iews  and  principles   by  the   media 
of  public   meeting  and  free  speech  as  the 
members  of  the  Primrose  League  had  to  do 
the  same  in   a  similar  manner.     If  the 
Irish  League  was  not  a  legal   movement 
the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  in  Ireland 
were   neglecting  their  duty  in  not  pro- 
secuting nimseli  and  others  who  were  at 
the  head  of  that  movement,  and  who  had 
resolved  to  extend  it  Avherever  the  people 
wished  to  join  its  ranks  and  further  its 
aims  and  objects.     He  would  not  suggast 
that  Sunday's  burlesque  proceedings  were 
carried    out    by    the    police    of     Mayo 
with  an  eye  to  influencing  a  certain  trial 
which    was    now  going    on   in   Dublin, 
although    he   thought    that    the    police 
authonties  of  that  country  would  be  quite 
capable  of  acting  in  such  a  way.     He  did 
say,  however,  that  this  latest  suppression 
of  a  public   meeting  by  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary might  have  something  to  do  with  an 
important  announcement  which   he  made 
in    the    House    a    few   days  ago    with 
reference  to  the  Dillon  estate.     The  right 
honourable  Gentleman  seems  to  be  in  a 
condition  of  morbid  fear  lest  he  should  be 
suspected   by  his  own    party  of    being 
capable  of  carrying  out  good  or  useful 
work  in  Ireland  on  the  suggestion  of  his 
political  opponents  or  imder  the  influence 
of  a  Nationalist  movement.     If  he  would 
permit  him  to  say  so,  he  was  acting  very 
unwisely,   and    it    was   childish    in   the 
extreme.     The   purchase  of    the   Dillon 
estate  by  the  Congested  Districts  Board 
was  as  much  due  to  the  existence  of  the  pro- 
paganda and  organisation  of   the   United 
Irish  League  in  Connaught  as  the  passing 
of  the  Land  Act   of  1881   and  of  subse- 
quent  Purchase   Acts    was   due   to   the 
labours   of   the   Land   League.     At  any 
rate,  he  insisted,  as  one  of  the  Members 
for  the  County  of  Mayo,  that  this  policy 
of    putting    down    public    meetings   by 


the  batons  and  rifles  of  the  Royal 
Irish  Constabulary  was  a  violation 
of  one  of  their  most  cherished 
civil  rights,  and  a  totally  unprecedented 
proceeding  on  the  part  of  the  Chief 
Secretary,  and  in  order  to  register  his 
protest  against  this  recurring  resort  to 
Executive  violence  against  the  privileges 
of  public  meeting  and  free  speech,  he 
begged  to  move  that  the  House  do  now 
adjourn. 

Dr.  AMBROSE  (Mayo,  W.),  in  second- 
ing the  Motion,  said  that  the  object  of  the 
United  Irish  League  had  been  to  supple- 
ment the  action  of  the  Chief  Secretary  in 
his  efforts  to  do  away  with  the  cause  of 
the  famine  in  Ireland.  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary declared  last  Session  that  as  long  as 
he  was  Chairman  of  the  Congested  Dis- 
tricts Board  he  would  use  his  influence 
against  the  purchase  of  any  land  where 
the  United  Irish  League  had  influence. 
The  Dillon  estate  of  90,000  acres  was 
situated  in  the  very  centre  of  the  locality 
where  this  United  League  was  established, 
and  from  that  it  would  be  seen  that  this 
League  was  quite  right  in  agitating  for  the 
purchase  of  those  estates  on  fair  terms. 
He  protested  against  the  suppression  of 
last  Sunday's  meeting.  On  the  evidence 
of  Mr.  Justice  Johnson  and  the  County 
Court  Judge,  there  did  not  exist  at 
the  present  time  in  the  whole  county  of 
Mayo  a  single  case  of  serious  crime.  Mr. 
Justice  Johnson  said  there  was  only  one 
case  of  agrarian  outrage  for  the  whole 
year,  and  that  was  of  an  incendiary 
character ;  and  that  there  was  ample 
ground  for  a  sworn  investigation  as  to 
the  cause  of  that  burning.  The  United 
Irish  League  had  over  and  over  again 
challenged  the  Government  to  hold  a 
sworn  inquiry  as  to  the  cause  of  certain 
outrages. 

♦Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order.  The 
honourable  Member  must  confine  himself 
to  the  question  of  the  action  of  the  ad- 
ministration in  suppressing  this  meeting. 

Dr.  AMBROSE  said  he  desired  to 
protest  in  the  strongest  possible  manner 
against  the  keeping  in  prison  of  a  poor 
woman  whose  husband  had  gone  over  to 
work  in  the  harvest  field  in  England,  and 
also  against  the  action  of  the  Government 
in  attempting  to  suppress  the  United 
Irish  League. 
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Motion  made  and  Question  proposed — 

"  That  this  HouAe  do  now  adjourn.'* — (Mr. 
DamtL ) 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND  (Mr.  G.  W.  Balixjur,  Leeds, 
Central)  said  he  had  received  no  sort  of 
notice  that  this  question  was  going  to  be 
raised,  and  he  had  not  got  with  him  the 
Papers  relating  to  this  meeting.  The  hon- 
ourable Member  who  moved  this  motion 
began  by  saying  that  he  would  not  have 
taken  this  unusual  method  of  calling  at- 
tention to  what  had  happened  if  it  had 
not  been  that  this  was  the  fifth  meeting 
that  the  Executive  had  stopped  in  County 
Mayo  during  the  last  twelve  months. 
Considering  the  character  of  the  language 
that  had  been  used  at  many  of  the  meet- 
ings which  had  taken  place,  he  did  not 
think  the  Government  could  be  accused 
of  having  taken  very  severe  action  in 
having  suppressed  five  meetings  out  of  a 
number  not  much  short  of  two  hundred. 
That  did  not  look  as  if  the  sacred  right 
of  public  meetings  in  Ireland  had  been 
interfered  with  very  largely.  During  the 
four  years  he  had  held  the  post  of  Chief 
Secretary  he  had  suppressed  probably  less 
than  half  the  number  of  meetings  sup- 
pressed by  his  predecessor  during  the 
three  years  in  which  he  was  in  office,  and 
yet  the  right  honourable  Gentleman  the 
member  for  Montrose — who  suppressed 
no  less  than  29  meetings — was  in  the 
habit  of  boasting  that  his  administrv.tion 
was  one  which  had  the  hearty  sympathy 
of  the  Irish  people.  The  honourable 
Member  appeared  to  think  that  he  had 
taken  an  unusual  course  in  directing  an 
information  to  be  sworn  by  a  police 
officer.  That  was  a  practice  that  had 
been  followed  from  time  immemoritd  by 
the  Irish  Government.  It  was  no  novelty, 
for  it  was  followed  by  his  predecessor, 
and  no  complaints  were  mjide  during  the 
term  of  office  of  the  right  honourable 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Montrose.  Not 
only  this,  but  it  was  a  reasonable  practice. 
What  happened  was  this.  All  the  infor- 
mation that  the  Government  could  obtain 
from  the  police  or  otherwise  respecting 
the  effect  which  any  meeting  was  likely  to 
have  was  most  carefully  considered,  and 
if  it  was  deemed  that  in  the  interests  of 
public  peace  or  on  the  ground  of  the 
gathering  being  unlawful,  the  meeting 
ought  to  be  proclaimed,  instructions  were 
given  that  the  information  supplied  to  the 
Executive  Government  should  be  sworn 


in  accordance  with  the  information.  No 
police  officer  was  asked  to  swear  that 
which  he  was  not  prepared  to  swear,  and 
the  sworn  information  did  not  affect  the 
legality  or  illegality  of  the  meeting.  It 
was  open  to  the  Executive  to  supp^e^8  a 
meeting  without  any  proclamation  what- 
ever, but  it  had  always  been  held  fitting 
and  proper  that  notice  should  he  given 
when  a  meeting  was  to  be  suppressed,  and 
the  usual  course  was  to  have  a  sworn 
information  before  a  magistrate.  In  de- 
ciding whether  this  meeting  ought  to  lie 
suppressed  or  not,  the  Executive  had  to 
take  into  account  all  the  circumstances  of 
the  locality.  The  honourable  Member 
for  South  Mayo  asked  him  if  he  could  give 
any  ground  for  thinking  that  this  meeting 
would  have  had  the  effect  of  leading  to  a 
breach  of  the  peace  or  intimidation. 
He  would  give  him  from  memory  one  of 
the  circumstances  which  they  had  to  con- 
sider in  coming  to  a  conclusion.  Having 
regard  to  an  announcement  made  in  a 
paper  that  circulated  in  the  district,  they 
were  justified  in  saying  that  one  of  the 
objects  of  this  meeting  was  to  call 
attention  to  the  case  of  two  parti- 
cular individuals,  and  to  incite  the 
people  attending  that  meeting  to  boy- 
cott and  intimidate  those  two  individuals. 
The  honourable  Member  argued  that  if 
the  objects  of  the  L^^nited  Irish  League 
were  legal  these  meetings  to  further  those 
objects  must  be  allowed ;  if  they  were 
not  legal,  under  those  circumstances  he 
calls  upon  the  Government  to  prosecute 
the  members  of  the  United  Irish  League. 
There  was,  however,  one  very  obvious 
fact  which  he  appeared  to  have  lost  sight 
of.  Granted  that  the  objects  of  the 
League  were,  in  a  wider  sense,  not  il- 
legal— and  he  might  acknowledge  that  he 
should  be  glad  to  see  an  enlargement  of 
the  holdings  in  the  West  of  Ireland,  which 
was  said  to  be  one  of  the  objects  of  the 
League,  and  which  he  thought  was  a  very 
desirable  object  —the  Government  had  to 
look  not  merely  at  the  general  objects  of 
the  League,  but  they  had  also  to  look  at 
the  means  by  which  those  objects  were 
sought  to  be  attained,  and  over  and  over 
again,  in  order  to  promote  the  objects  of 
the  United  Irish  League,  circumstances 
pointing  to  intimidation  and  boycotting 
were  very  frequent.  The  honourable 
Member  siiid,  '*  why  don't  you  allow  the 
niootings  to  be  held,  tako  nnlos  of  tlit» 
speeches,  and  then  prosecute  the  speakers  ('* 
No    doubt    that    was    a    course    which 
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they  might  adopt,  and  which  had  been 
sometimes  adopted  in  the  past ;  but  he 
was  not  quite  sure  that  the  honourable 
Member,  in  giving  him  that  advice,  was 
not  really  asking  him  to  do  what  he  knew 
would  lead   to  an   abortive  prosecution. 
If  he  might  give  an  illustration  to  the 
House  of   what   the  opinion  was  which 
was  held  by  the  leaders  of  the  United 
Irish  League  as  to  the  effect  of  such  pro- 
secutions  he  should  like  to  quote  from 
a  speech  made  by  Mr.  William  O'Brien, 
in  County  Mayo,  on  the  31st  of  January, 
1897,  in  which  he  pointed  out  that  the 
prosecutions  would  not  take  place  as  of 
old   before   two   removable    magistrates, 
but  before  a  jury  of  twelve  Mayo  men, 
whose  verdict  would  be,  "  More  power  to 
you  J  God  be  with  you."     That  was  the 
opinion    of   one   of    the    leaders  of    the 
League,  and  it  was  an  excellent  reason 
why  the  Government  should  not  take  the 
course  which  had  been  recommended  that 
afternoon  by  the  honourable  Member  for 
South  Mayo.     He  thought  that  extract 
alone  was  sufficient  to  convince  the  House 
that  the  methods  adopted  by  the  United 
Irish  League  were  not  always  of  a  legal 
character,    and   it    frequently    happened 
that  the  Government  might  find  it  neces- 
sary  to  suppress   meetings   which   were 
likely  to  lead  to  such  results  as  he  had 
indicated.     The  honourable  Member  went 
on   to   say  that  the  suppression  of  this  ■ 
meeting  might  have  something  to  do  with 
the  purchase  of  the  Dillon  estate  by  the 
Congested  Districts  Board,  and  he    was 
good  enough  to  suggest  that  he  had  been 
reluctant  to  take  this  coiu^e  because  it 
had  been  advocated  l)y  his  political  op- 
ponents,  and    that    he   took    advantage 
of  this  meeting  to  make  a  sort  of  political 
manifesto.     He  did  not  think  that  that 
was  a  charge  which  he  needed  to  take 
very   seriously,    because   it  was   not   his 
habit    to    proclaim     meetings    to    gain 
political  success.    He  would  much  rather 
that  the  meetings  should  bo  held,  but  it  i 
was    his    duty,    under    certain    cii'cum- 
stances,   to   proclaim    them.     As   to  the 
Dillon  Estate  credit  had  been  claimed  for 
its  purchase  by  the  honourable  mover  and 
seconder  of  this  motion  for  the  United  I 
Irish  League  ;  but  he  should  like  to  say  I 
in    the  most  emphatic  manner  that  the 
purchiise  of  that  estate  had  nothing  what-  j 
ever  to  do  with  the  action  of  the  United  i 
Irish  League,  for  they  had  merely  thrown 
iifticulties   in   the  way,  and  the  rciibon 
ivhy  they  had  been  able  to  purchase  that , 


estate  had  been  because  it  was  situated 

in   a   part  of    Mayo  where   this  League 

agitation  had  not  taken  a  hold.     If  there 

,  had    been    anything    in    the    shape    of 

;  agrarian  agitation  in  connection  with  the 

Dillon   estate,   he  had   not  the  slightest 

hesitation  in  saying  that  the  Congested 

Districts  Board  would  have  declined  to 

'  purchase  it. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  said  that  if 
'  he  were  to  follow  the  right  honourable 
■  Gentleman   upon     the     subject     of    the 
United  Irish  League  he  would  no  doubt 
be   ruled   out  of   order.     He  was  afraid 
that  they  who  had  sat  for  years  in  that 
House   were   reminded  by  diatribes  like 
that  to  which  they  had  listened  of  what 
was    always    said     against     the      Land 
League.     They  were  constantly  told  that 
the  Land  Acts  had  nothing  to  do  with 
the  agitation,  but  somehow  or  other  the 
one  always    followed    the    other.     This 
motion  for  the  Adjournment  of  the  House 
was  made  in  consequence  of  the  action  of 
the   Irish   Executive    in    suppressing    a 
meeting  last   Sunday   in  the   county  of 
Mayo.       When     the     right    honourable 
Gentleman  was  asked  upon  what  ground 
the  meeting  was  suppressed,  he  answered 
that  it  was  likely  to  lead  to  a  breach  of 
the  peace,  and  to  the  disturbance  of  the 
tranquility   of   the   district,   and  to   the 
intimidation  of  certain  individuals.     The 
Chief  Secretary  was  asked  who  was  his 
informant,  and  who  swore  the  informa- 
tion, and  the  usual  answer  was  given  that 
the  individual  who  gave  the  information 
was  a  police  officer.     The  House  should 
remember  that  the  police  officer  was  the 
direct  agent  of  the  Chief  Secretary,  and 
they   were   informed     that    that    police 
officer    swore    his     information    at    the 
instance  of  Dublin  Castle.     There  was  a 
great   principle  involved  in  this  matter. 
Was   l)ublin   Castle   to  be  at  liberty  to 
direct   one   of   its   officials   to   swear  an 
information,   and   then  upon   that  infor- 
mation to  suppress  a  meeting  which,  in 
the  judgment  of  the  Castle,  might  inter- 
fere with  the  tranquillity  of  a  district? 
Was  the  right   of   public  meeting  to  be 
entirely  at  the  mercy  of  the  officials  in 
Ireland,  and  was  that  right  only  existent 
so  far  as  the  right  honourable  Gentleman 
permitted  it  ? 

Mu.  G.  W.  BALFOUr:  rauindod   the. 
honourable  Member  that  the  action  taken 
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by  the  Irish  Executive  could  be  testjel  in 
a  court  of  law. 

Mr.  DILLON :  What  an  offer  that  was 
to  make  to  the  poor  people  of  Mayo,  for 
it  would  cost  £300  to  take  the  matter  to 
a  court  of  law.  What  happened  1  A 
meeting  was  proclaimed ;  people  went  to 
the  place  of  meeting,  and  immediately 
found  themselves  face  to  face  with  an 
overwhelming  force  of  police,  armed  with 
firearms  and  with  batons,  and  the  only 
way  to  test  the  action  of  the  Executive 
in  suppressing  these  meetings  was  to 
resist  the  police  in  the  first  instance.  If 
resistance  was  offered  to  the  police  in 
England  a  few  broken  heads  might  pro- 
bably follow,  but  in  Ireland  resistance  to 
the  police  was  met  with  a  discharge  of 
firearms.  He  himself  saw  instances  where, 
upon  the  slightest  hesitation  being 
shown  by  the  people  to  disperse,  bayonets 
were  immediately  fixed  and  the  people, 
when  actually  flying,  were  pursued  and 
charged  with  tixed  bayonets,  and  in  some 
cases  stabbed,  and  it  was  rather  absurd 
for  the  Chief  Secretary  to  inform  the 
House  that  there  was  a  legal  remedy  open 
to  the  people  to  test  the  action  of  the 
Government  in  these  matters.  That  was 
a  mockery,  and  it  was  no  remedy  what- 
ever. There  was  a  remedy  if  the  people 
were  willing  to  offer  their  bodies  to  the 
batons  and  bayonets  and  bullets  of  the 
police.  The  Chief  Secretary's  remedy 
was  no  remedy  whatever,  and  therefore, 
if  such  proclamations  of  meetings  were  to 
be  allowed  to  pass  without  protest  the 
right  of  public  meeting  in  Ireland  would 
be  at  the  mercy  and  good  will  of  the 
Executive  Grovernment  in  Ireland  and  the 
Chief  Secretary  himself.  Whenever  he 
thought  it  was  desirable  for  "  tranquillity 
and  peace  "  that  public  meetings  should 
not  be  held  all  he  had  to  do  was  to  ask 
the  police  to  swear  an  information,  and 
there  was  no  remedy  whatever.  The 
Chief  Secretary  said  that  out  of  200 
meetings  held  during  the  past  twelve 
months  in  connection  with  this  movement, 
he  had  only  proclaimed  five.  But  did 
not  that  make  their,  case  stronger  ?  There 
were  200  meetings  held,  and  out  of  the 
whole  of  them  no  disturbance  had  taken 
place.  What  had  })een  the  effects  of  the 
agitation  from  the  point  of  view  of  public 
order  and  tranquillity  1  Why,  they  had 
an  admission  from  the  right  honourable 
Gentleman  the  other  day  in  the  debate 
upon  the  repeal  of  the  Crimes  Act  that  at 

Mr.  ft  W,  Balfour. 


no   period   of   Ireland's   history  was  the 
country  in  possession  of  greater  peace. 

xMr.  G.  W.  BALFOUR  said  be  was 
then  alluding  to  the  country  as  a  whole. 
As  a  matter  of  fact  crime  had  not  de- 
creased in  South  ^layo. 

Mr.  DILLON  said  he  denied  that 
statement  absolutely.  At  the  last  Assizes 
in  the  County  of  Mayo  the  judge  de- 
clared that  the  place  was  actually  free 
from  crime,  and  the  only  crimes  reported 
of  a  serious  character  were  crimes  com- 
mitted by  one  policeman  and  the  relation 
of  a  policeman — one  a  crime  of  attempted 
murder  and  the  other  a  crime  of  a  ven'^ 
disgraceful  character.  The  County  of 
Mayo  was  wholly  free  from  all  serious 
agrarian  crime.  The  only  agrarian  crime 
committed  was  the  case  of  alleged  shooting 
at  Mr.  Stoney,  about  which  there  seemed 
to  be  a  great  deal  of  mystery.  In  a 
district  spreading  over  a  considerable  area, 
suffering  from  great  grievances  calculated 
to  excite  the  feelings  of  the  people,  a 
popular  organisation  had  existed  for  two 
years,  and  two  hundred  open-air  meetings 
had  been  held,  and  in  no  instance  had 
there  been  any  disturbance  or  breach  of 
the  peace,  nor  any  serious  crime  that  could 
be  laid  at  the  people's  doors  as  a  result  of 
those  meetings;  and  he  said  the  case 
against  the  action  of  the  Government  in 
suppressing  the  Breaffy  meeting  was 
thereby  enormously  strengthened.  They 
were  accustomed  to  hear  a  great  deal 
about  the  grievances  of  the  Uitlanders  in 
the  Transvaal,  and  one  of  those  grievances, 
upon  which  that  House  and  the  news- 
papers were  most  frantic  and  angry,  was 
that  the  Uitlanders  were  denied  the  right 
of  public  meeting.  They  knew  that  the 
Government  of  the  Transvaal  had  been 
denounced  for  denying  what  was  described 
as  an  elementary  right  to  the  subjects  of 
Her  Majesty  who  lived  in  Johannesburg, 
but  here  they  had  an  instance,  only  one 
of  very  many,  where  that  self-same  right, 
on  infinitely  less  ground  of  justification, 
was  denied  to  the  poor  peasantry  of  Mayo 
under  the  aegis  and  the  protecting  wing 
of  this  very  Parliament.  He  said  it  was 
the  height  of  hypocrisy  to  denounce  the 
oppression  of  the  Uitlanders  of  the  Trans- 
vaal and  claim  for  them  the  right  of  free 
I  meeting  when  they  denied  the  same  right 
to  the  peasantry  of  Mayo,  who  had  greater 
grievances  to  complain  of  than  the 
Uitlanders,  and  who  had  not  been  recently 
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^^S^^  ill  attempts  to  upset  the  esta- 
blished authority.  What  was  the  condition 
of    the  country  at  the  present  moment  1 
It    could  be  learned  from  the  speeches 
w^hich  were  made  at  an  indoor  meeting 
"which  the  people  held  after  being  pre- 
vented from  holding  it  in  public.     One  of 
tho    speakers  said  it   was    pitiful  every 
day    to   witness   the    scenes   which  took 
place  at  railway   stations  where  parents 
were    bidding    farewell   to  the  children 
whose     faces    they    would     never     see 
again.      Emigration  was    very  frequent, 
although  the  Chief  Secretary  had  denied 
the  fact,  and  it  wa)s  to  put  an  end  to  a 
terrible    condition  of    things,   a    purely 
artificial  state  of  things,  which  compelled 
the  people  to  leave  a  country  in  which,  if 
proper  reforms  were  carried,  they  would 
be  able  to  live  and  thrive,  and  increase 
the  wealth  of  the  nation.     It  was  to  put 
an   end  to  such  a  deplorable  state    of 
things  that  the  League  existed  and  carried 
on  its  operations.     And  even  if  it  were 
true    that    in   the    course    of    the    200 
meetings  strong  language  had  been  used 
by  them  the  Chief  Secretary  should  deal 
with  the  individuals  who  had  used  it.     It 
would  be  the  part  of  a  wise  and  prudent 
statesman  not  to  be  too  critical  as  to  the 
character  of  the  language  used  at  public 
meetings  so  long  as  it  was  neither  accom- 
panied or  followed  by  disorder.     What  he 
ought   rather  to  look  at  was    not    the 
language  from    the  platforms,   but    the 
consequences  from  it. 

Mr.  G.  W.  BALFOUR :  Hear,  hear. 

Mu.  DILLON  contended  that  the 
consequences  of  this  agitation  had  been 
peace,  and  the  country  was  now  at  peace. 
There  was  nothing  in  the  condition  of 
the  country  to  justify  strong  repressive 
mcasiu'es  on  the  part  of  the  Government. 
As  a  matter  of  fact  the  right  honourable 
Gentleman  had  not  attempted  to  lay 
before  the  House,  upon  this  or  any  other 
occasion  when  the  subject  had  been 
discussed,  any  statement  of  crime  or 
disorder  such  as  had  formerly  been  made 
by  Chief  Secretaries  for  Ireland  when 
they  were  justifying  or  attempting  to 
justify  similar  strong  measures.  There 
was  another  matter  to  which  the  hon- 
ourable Member,  attaching  as  he  did 
great  importance  to  it,  desired  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House.  He  always 
thought  it  was  the  first  duty  of  the 
Executive — and  particularly  of  an  Execu- 
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tive  Minister  like  the  Chief  Secretary, 
who  practically  exercised  uncontrolled 
and  irresponsible  authority  in  Ireland — 
to  be  above  even  the  suspicion  of  par- 
tiality in  administering  his  great  powers. 
One  of  the  things  which  he  most 
complained  of  in  connection  with  this 
particular  suppressed  meeting  was  that 
he  was  forced  to  contrast  the  action  with 
regard  to  that  meeting  with  the  course 
which  had  been  adopted  recently  in 
Belfast  by  the  right  honourable  Gentle- 
man in  dealing  with  the  Orangemen. 
There  was  one  way  of  dealing  with  the 
peasantry  of  Mayo  and  another  for  the 
Orangemen  of  Belfast.  What  did  he 
say  when  his  attention  was  called  to  recent 
proceedings  of  a  disgraceful  character  in 
that  city  ?  A  very  different  thing  indeed 
to  what  he  delivered  himself  of  with  regard 
to  the  Mayo  meeting.  In  the  latter 
case  he  said  he  had  grounds  for  sus- 
pecting that  the  holding  of  the  meeting 
might  disturb  the  tranquillity  of  the 
district  and  intimidate  individuals.  But 
in  Belfast  meetings  had  been  held  for  a 
period  of  six  months,  Sunday  after  Sun- 
day, with  the  avowed  object  of  disturbing 
the  peace  and  tranquillity,  and  of  de- 
nouncing one  single  person.  That  was 
not  a  case  of  mere  suspicion,  and  when 
again  and  again  honourable  Members 
asked  him  to  take  steps  for  the  pro- 
tection in  the  exercise  of  his  rights  of  a 
person  who  was  there  being  persecuted, 
the  Chief  Secretary  had  a  very  different 
sort  of  answer  to  make.  The  result  was 
that  the  mob  triumphed,  the  church  had 
been  closed,  and  that  clergyman,  for  all 
he  knew  to  the  contrary,  had  been  driven 
out  of  the  city  of  Belfast.  That  was  the 
law  as  administered  in  Belfast ;  but  in 
Connaught,  -where  a  few  persons  met  to 
protest  against  iniquitous  laws,  whose 
operation  kept  them  in  poverty  and  left 
them  a  reproach  to  England  l)efore  the 
whole  of  the  civilised  world,  their  meet- 
ings were  suppressed  on  the  ground  of 
the  suspicion  of  certain  results.  The 
Chief  Secretary  did  not  wait  for  the  con- 
firmation of  the  suspicions  by  facts. 
There  was  licence  and  leave  in  Belfast  to 
trample  law  under  foot,  and  hound  down 
an  individual,  but  in  Mayo  a  legal  right 
dared  not  be  exercised  by  the  people.  The 
right  honourable  Gentleman  did  not  like 
to  put  the  law  into  force  in  Belfast  for 
fear  of  bloodshed,  but  he  never  hesitated 
about  that  in  the  West  of  Ireland.  What 
he  (Mr.  Dillon)  denounced  most  of  all  in 
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connection  with  this  matter  was  that  this 
was  a  glaring  instance  of  the  fact  that 
there  was  one  law  in  Ireland  for  the 
peasantry  of  Connaught,  and  a  totally 
different  law  for  the  Orangemen  of  Belfast. 

♦Mr.  WILLIAM  MOORE  (Antrim,  N.) 
said  he  rose  to  utter  a  few  words  of  pro- 
test against  the  course  which  was  invari- 
ably taken  up  by  honourable  Members  on 
the  Opposition  side  of  the  House  when- 
ever an  Irish  question  was  raised,  of 
assuming  that  they  had  a  right  to  speak 
for  what  they  called  "  the  Irish  people." 
He  begged  leave  to  tell  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  that  he  had  the  entire 
support  of  more  than  one-third  of  the  Irish 
people. 

Mr.  DILLON  :  Orangemen  ! 

*Mr.  WILLIAM  MOORE  said  he 
himself  was  not  an  Orangeman,  and  he 
did  not  speak  for  Orangemen  alone.  The 
right  honourable  Gentleman  had  at  his 
back  all  people  who  were  interested  in 
the  prosperity  of  the  country  and  the 
ordinary  liberties  of  the  subject,  and  who 
respected  private  rights  to  carry  on 
business  as  they  thouent  fit.  He  cordially 
agreed  with  honour«3)le  Members  on  the 
other  side  that  there  was  a  question  of 
principle  involved.  He  thought  there 
was  a  very  serious  question  of  principle 
affecting  the  liberty  of  the  subject 
involved,  and  it  was  this.  Had  a  man 
in  Mayo,  who  had  lived  there  all  his  life 
and  got  a  grass  farm  from  his  father, 
now  at  the  instance  of  honourable  Mem- 
bers opposite  and  their  friends,  to  be 
driven  "  willy  nilly "  out  of  his  farm  ? 
The  honourable  members  and  their  friends 
seemed  to  go  and  say  :  "  law  or  no  law, 
you  will  have  to  give  up  possession  of  it." 
If  that  was  not  the  case,  then  the 
meetings  had  failed  in  their  objects.  The 
objects  of  the  meetings  were  to  put  down 
land-ffrabbing,  and  to  make  it  impossible 
to  hold  those  lands,  and  if  those  objects 
were  not  carried  out  the  meetings  were 
absolutely  fruitless  and  pointless.  One 
honourable  Member  had  asked  what 
happened  in  Belfast.  He  would  tell 
him.  The  right  honourable  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  took  his 
own  course,  and  he  was  bound  to  say  that 
that  course  did  not  meet  with  universal 
approval  in  Belfast.  So  anxious  was  the 
rignt  honourable  Gentleman  to  preserve 
the  right  of  free  speech  in  Belfast,  that 

Mr,  Dillon. 


last  year  when  the  Member  for  South 
Mayo  went  down  to  speak  the  right  hon- 
ourable Gentleman  refused  to  proclaim 
that  meeting.  The  result  was  that 
the  honourable  Gentleman  left  Bel- 
fast within  twenty-four  hours,  leavin<( 
behind  him  the  seeds  of  discontent, 
riot  and  confusion,  which  plunged  many 
homes  into  misery,  and  took  three  months 
to  allay  at  the  public  expense,  and  that 
was  what  came  of  allowing  free  meetings 
in  certain  districts  in  Ireland,  which 
everyone  knew  was  like  going  to  a 
powder  magazine  with  a  lighted  mat'Ch. 
Those  in  Ireland  who  were  interested 
in  trade  and  private  rights,  and  in  putting 
down  disorder,  and  allowing  the  countn' 
to  have  a  little  time  to  recover  from 
agitation,  cordially  supported  the  policy 
of  the  right  honourable  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland.  Members 
opposite  had  said  there  was  to  be  one  law 
for  meetings  in  the  United  Kingdom  and 
another  for  meetings  in  Ireland,  The 
policy  of  the  right  honourable  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  had  been  in  the 
interests  of  liberty  of  the  subject  and  of 
the  right  of  free  speech,  to  put  down  in- 
timidation and  to  check  crime  and  prevent 
disorder,  and  where  it  had  done  so  that 
policy  had  been  absolut€ly  justified  by 
the  circumstances. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland)  said  he  was  very  much  surprised 
to  hear  the  right  honourable  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  deny  the  statement 
of  the  honourable  Member  for  South  Mayo, 
with  regard  to  emigration.  His  infor- 
mation was  that  the  distressing  scenes  of 
young  people  separating  for  ever  from 
their  parents  in  many  cases,  were  more 
frequent  in  Ireland  than  they  had  been 
for  some  considerable  time.  All  those 
who  had  money  to  leave  with  were  leaving 
Ireland,  and  the  only  reason  why  the 
exodus  was  not  larger  was  that  the  people 
had  not  the  money  to  pay  their  passages 
to  America ;  those  who  left,  the 
moment  they  had  earned  enough  money, 
sent  it  over  to  Ireland  in  order  that  their 
relatives  might  join  them.  He  wante<i 
prosperity  in  Ireland  just  as  much  as  the 
Chief  Secretary  desired  it,  but  was  that 
prosperity  to  be  gained  by  driving  people 
out  of  the  country  or  by  retaining  the 
population  in  the  country  f  He  challenged 
the  denial  of  the  right  honourable  Gentle- 
man. Emigration  was  rising  at  this 
moment,  ana  within  the  memory  of  men 
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idle  age  the  population  of  Ireland 
argely  decreased  and  emigration 
ill  increasing. 

.  SPEAKER:  Ortler,  order!  The 
on  of  emigration  is  entirely  out- 
le  motion. 

.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR  admitted  that 
(vas  so,  but  said  that  he  felt  that 
was  the  question  which  lay  at  the 
f  the  motion  they  were  discussing, 
untained  that  the  whole  vice  of  the 
it  Government  of  Ireland  as  con- 
i  by  the  right  honourable  Gentle- 
the  Chief  Secretary    and  his    pre- 


decessors was  that  they  were  not  able  to 
obtain  reforms  until,  after  a  long  period 
of  agitation,  some  strong  movement  arose. 
He  congratulated  Mr.  William  O'Brien 
and  the  United  Irish  League  on  the  many 
victories  they  had  already  won  over  the 
right  honourable  Gentleman,  and  he 
prophesied  a  great  many  more  victories 
before  many  months  had  elapsed. 

Question  put. 


The  House  divided  : — For  the  adjourn- 
ment 107  ;  Against  212. — (Division  List 
No.  156.) 
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AYES. 

Havne,Rt.  Hon.  Charles  Seale- 
HeuderwickifThomas  Chas.  H. 
Hemphill,  Rt.  Hon.  Charles  H. 
Holden,  Sir  Angus 
Homiman,  Frederick  John 
Humphreys-Owen,  Arthur  C. 
Hutton,  Alfred  K  (Morley) 
Johnson-Fergus<)n,Jabez  Edw. 
Jones,David  Brynmor(Swn8ea. 
Jones,  William  (Camarvonsh. 
Kitson,  Sir  James 
Labouchere,  Henry 
Lambert,  George 
Law8on,SirWilfrid  (Cunib'lnd. 
Lewis,  John  Herbert 
Lloyd-George,  David 
Lough,  Thomas 
LveH,  Sir  Leonard 
Macaleese,  Daniel 
M'Arthur,  William  (Cornwall 
M'Ewan,  William 
M'Leod,  John 

Mendl,  Sigismund  Ferdinand 
Montagu,  Sir  S.  (Whitechapel 
Morgan,  W.  Pritchard(MerthyT 
Moulton,  John  Fletcher 
Noi-ton,  Capt.  Cecil  William 
Nussey,  Thomas  Willans 
O'Brien,  James  F.  X.  (Cork) 
O'Connor,  James  ( Wicklow,  W. 
O'Connor,  T.  P.  (Liverpool) 
0' Kelly,  James 
Oldroyd,  Mark 
Palmer, Sir  Chas. M. (Durham) 
Paulton,  James  Mellor 
Pease,  Alfred  £.  (Cleveland) 

NOES. 

Barry,Rt.Hn.  A.Smith-  (Hunts 
Barry,  Sir  Francis  T.  (Windsor 
liartley,  George  C.  T. 
Barton,  Dunbar  Plunket 
Beach,Rt.Hn.SirM.H.(Bri8tol 
Beach, W.  W. Bramston  (Hants 
Bentinck,  Lord  Henry  C. 
Bethell,  Commander 
Bliownaggree,  Sir  M.  M. 
Biddulph,  Michael 
Blundell,  Colonel  Henry 
lioscawen,  Arthur  Griffith- 
Boulnois,  Edmund 


Philipps,  John  Wynford 
Pickersgill,  Edward  Hare 
Power,  Patrick  Joseph 
Roberts,  John  Bryn  (Eifion) 
Roberts,  John  H.  (Denbighs.) 
Robson,  William  Snowdon 
Schwann,  Charles  E. 
Scott,  Chas.  Prestwich  (Leigh) 
Shaw,  Charles  Edw.  (Stafford) 
Sinclair,  Capt.  John  (Forfarsh. 
Soames,  Arthur  Welleslcy 
Souttar,  Robinson 
Spicer,  Albert 
Stanhope,  Hon.  Philin  J. 
Steadman,  William  Cnarles 
Stevenson,  Francis  S. 
Stuart,  James  (Shoreditch) 
Sullivan,  Donal  (Westmeath) 
Thomas,  Abel  (Carmarthen,  E. 
Thomas,  Alfred(Glamorgan,E. ) 
Thomas,  David  AIfred(  Aierthyr 
Trevelyan,  Charles  Philips 
Wallace,  Robert  (Edinburgh) 
Wallace,  Robert  (Perth) 
Walton,  John  Lawson(  Leeds,S. 
Walton,  Joseph  (Barusley) 
Warner,  Thomas  Courtenay  T. 
Wedderbum,  Sir  William 
Weir,  James  Galloway 
Williams,  John  Carvefl  (Notts. 
Wilson,  Henry  J.  ;York,W.R. 
WiNon,  John  (Govan) 
Woodhou8e,Su'J.T.(Huddr8fd. 
Yoxall,  James  Henry 
Tellers  for  the  Ayes— Mr. 
Davitt  and  Dr.  Ambrose. 
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Chaplin,  Rt.  Hon.  Henry 
Charrington,  Spencer 
Chelsea,  Viscount 
Clarke,  Sir  Edward  (Plymoath 
Cochrane,  Hon.Thos.  H.  A.  £. 
Cozhill,  Douglas  Harij 
Conen,  Benjamin  Louls 
ColUngs,  Rt.  Hon.  Jesse 
Colston,  Chas.  Edw.  H.  Athole 
Cook,  Fred.  Lucas  (Lambeth) 
Corbett,  A.  Cameron  (Glasgow 
Courtney,Rt.Hon.  Leonard  H. 
Cox.Ii'Wm  El  ward  B.  (Harrow) 
Cranbome,  Viscount 
Cross,  Herb.  Shepherd  (Bolton) 
Cubitt,  Hon.  Henry 
Cnrrie,  Sir  Donald 
Cnrzon,  Viscount 
Dalbiac,  Colonel  Philip  Hugh 
Dalkeith,  Earl  of 
Dalrymple,  Sir  Charles 
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Denny,  Colonel 
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Dorington,  Sir  John  Edward 
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Fardell,  Sir  T.  George 
Fellowes,  Hn.  Ailwyn  Edward 
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Finch,  George  H. 
Finlay,  Sir  Robert  Bannatyne 
Firbink,  Joseph  Thomas 
Fisher,  William  Hayes 
FitzGerald,Sir  Robert  Penrose- 
Fitz  Wygram,  General  Sir  F. 
Flannery,  Sir  Fortescue 
Fletcher,  Sir  Henry 
Foster,  Colonel  (Lancaster) 
(ralloway,  William  Johnson 
Garfit,  William 
Giles,  Charles  Tyrrell 
(Ulliat,  John  Saunders 
.Godsim,  Sir  Augustus  Fredk. 
Goldsworthy,  Major-GenerGd 
Gordon,  Hon.  John  Edward 
(torst,  Rt.  Hn.  Sir  John  Eldon 
Goschen,  Rt  HnG.  J.(  StGeorge's 
Goulding,  Ekiward  Alfred 
Graham,  Henry  Robert 
Gray,  Ernest  (West  Ham) 
Green,  Walford  D.(  Wdn^bury. 
Gretton,  John 
Gull,  Sir  Cameron 
Hall,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Charles 


{COMMONS} 

HaLsev,  Thomas  Frederick 
Hamilton,  Rt.  Hn.  Ld  Geor;ge 
Hanbury,  Rt.  Hon.  Robert  W. 
Hanson,  Sir  Reginald 
Hardy,  Laurence 
Heath,  James 
Helder,  Augustus 
Hermon-Hmlge,  Robt.  Trotter 
Hickman,  Sir  Alfred 
HUl,Rt.  Hn.  A.  Staveley(Staffs. 
Hill,  Arthur  (Down,  West) 
Hill,Sir  Edward  Stock(  Bristol) 
Hoare,  Samuel  (Nor^vich) 
Holland,  Hon.  Lionel  R.  (Bow) 
Hornby,  Sir  William  Henry 
Howell,  WmUm  Tudor 
Hozier,  Hon.  James  Heory  Cecil 
Hubbard,  Hon.  Evelyn 
Hughes,  Colonel  Edwin 
Hutchinson,Capt.G.  W.Grice- 
Hutton,  John  (Yorks,  N.R.) 
Jenkins,  Sir  John  Jones 
Johnstone,  Hey  wood  (Sus.sex) 
Jolliffe,  Hon.  H.  George 
Kemp,  George 
Kimber,  Henry 
Laurie,  Lieut. -General 
Lawrence,  Wni.  F.  (Liverpool) 
Lawson,  John  Grant  (Yorks.) 
Leighton,  Stanley 
LIewelyn,SirDillwvn-(Sw*nsea 
Loder,  Gerald  Walter  Erskine 
Long.Col.Chas.  W.  (Evesham) 
Lome,  Marquess  of 
Lowe,  Francis  William 
Lowles,  John 
Lucas-Shadwell,  William 
Lvttelton,  Hon.  Alfred 
Macartney,  W.  G.  Ellison 
Macdona,  John  Gumming 
M'Atthur,  Charles  (Liverpool) 
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Manners,  Lord  Edward  Wm.  J. 
Maple,  Sir  John  BUindell 
Marks,  Henry  Hananel 
Martin,  Richard  Biddulph 
Massey-Main  waring,  Hn.  W.  F. 
Mellor,  Colonel  (Lancashire) 
Meysey -Thompson,  Sir  H.  M. 
Miadlemore,Jhn.Throgmorton 
Milner,  Sir  Frederick  George 
Milward,  Colonel  Victor 
Monk,  Charles  James 
Moon,  Edward  Robert  Pacy 
Moore,  William  (Antrim,  N.) 
More,  Robt.  Jasper  (Shropshire 
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Morrell,  Greorge  Herbert 
Morton,  ArthnrH.  A.  ( Deptford 
Mount,  William  Geozge 
Muntz,  Philip  A. 
Murraj,  Rt.  Hn.  A.  G.  (But<) 
Newdicate,  Francis  Alexander 
Nicol,  Donald  Ninian 
Pease,  Herbert  Pike(  Darl ngtn. 
Pender,  Sir  James 
Penn,  John 
Percv,  Earl 

Phillpotts,  Captain  Arthnr 
Pierpoint,  Robert 
Powell,  Sir  Francis  Sharp 
Rentoul,  James  Alexander 
Richardson,  Sir  Thos.  (Hrtlpli 
Ritchie,Rt.  Hn.Chas.ThomiKiD 
Robertson,  Herbert  (Hacknevi 
RoUit,  Sir  Albert  Kaye 
Round,  James 
Royds,  Clement  Molyneux 
Russell,  T.  W.  (Tyrone) 
Ryder,  John  Herliert  Dudley 
Samuel,  Harry  S.  (Limehoase) 
Savory,  Sir  Joseph 
Sooble,  Sir  Andrew  Richard 
Seely,  Charles  Hilton 
Sharpe,  William  Edward  T. 
Shaw-Stewart,  M.  H.  (Renfrew) 
Simeon,  Sir  Harrington 
Smith,  Hon.  W.  F.  D,  (Strand) 
Spencer,  Ernest 
Stanley,Hn.  Arthur  (Onnskirk 
Stanley,  Lord  (Lanes.) 
Stephens,  Henry  Cliarles 
Stirling- Maxwell,  Sir  John  M. 
Sturt,  Hon.  Humphrey  Napier 
Talbot,  Lord  E.  (Chichester) 
Talbot,  Rt.  Hn.J.G.(Ox.Univ. 
Thorbum,  Walter 
Thornton,  Percy  M. 
Tomlinson,  Wm.  Edw.  Murray 
Valentia,  Viscount 
Vincent,  Col.  Sir  C.  E.  Howartl 
Ward,  Hon.  Robert  A.  (Crewe) 
Warr,  Augustus  Frederick 
Welby,  Lieut-Col.  A.  C.  K. 
Wliitoley,H.(Ashton-underL 
Whitmore,  Charles  Algernon 
Williams,  Jos.  Powell-(BLmi.) 
Wilson,FrederickW.(Norfolk) 
Wilson-Todd,  Wm.  H.  (Yorks) 
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Tellers  for    the    Noes— 
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Motion  made,  and  Question  put — 

"That  the    proceedings    on    the    London  The  House  divided  :— Ayes  219  ;  Noes 

Government  Bill,  if  under  discussion  at  Twelve  98. — (Division  List  No.  157.) 
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Garat,  William 
Giles,  Charles  Tyrrell 
Gilliat,  John  Saunders 
Godson,  Sir  Augustus  F. 
Goldsworthy,  Major-General 
Gordon,  Hon.  John  Edward 
Gorst,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  John  Eldon 
Go8chen,RtHnG.J.(StGeorge's 
Goulding,  Edward  Alfred 
Graham,  Henry  Robert 
Gray,  Ernest  (West  Ham) 
Green,  Waif  ord  D(  Wednesbury 
Gretton,  John 
Gull,  Sir  Cameron 
Hall,  Rt,  Hon.  Sir  Charles 
Halsey,  Thomas  Frederick 
Hamilton,  Rt.  Hn.  Lord  George 
Hanbury,Rt.  Hon.  Robert  Wm. 
Hanson,  Sir  Reginald 
Hardy,  Laurence 
Heatn,  Jam&s 
Heaton,  John  Henniker 
Helder,  Augustus 
Hermon-HMige,RobertTrotter 
Hickman,  Sir  Alfred 
Hill,Rt.  Hn.  A.Staveley(Staff8. 
Hill,  Art.hur  (Down,  West) 
HUl,  Sir  Edward  Stock  (Bris.) 
Hoare,  Sanmel  (Norwich) 
Holland,  Hon.  Lionel  R.  (Bow) 
Hornby,  Sir  William  Henry 
Howell,  William  Tudor 
Hozier,  Hon.  JamesHenry  Cecil 
Hubbard,  Hon.  Evelyn 
Hughes,  Colonel  Edwin 
Hutchinson,  Capt  G.  W.  Grice- 
Hutton,  John  (Yorks.,  N.R.) 
Jackson,  Rt.  Hon.  Wm.  Lawies 
Jenkins,  Sir  John  Jones 
Johnston,  William  (Belfast) 
Johnstone,  Heywood  (Sussex) 
Joliffe,  Hon.  H.  George 
Kemp,  George 
Kimoer,  Henry 
Labouchere,  Henry 
Laurie,  Lieut-General 
Lawson,  John  Grant  (Yorks.) 
Leighton,  Stanley 
Llewelyn,SirDillwyn-(Swans. 
Loder,  Gerald  Walter  Erskine 
Long.Col.  Charles  W.  ( Evesham 
Lome,  Marquess  of 
Lowe,  Francis  William 
Lowles,  John 
Lucas-Shadwell,  William 
Macartney,  W.  G.  Ellison 
Macdona,  John  Cumming 
M 'Arthur,  Chas.  (Liverpool) 
M'Calmont,  H.  L.  B.  (Cambs.) 
M'lver,  Sir  L.  (Edinburgh  W.) 
M'Killop,  James 
Malcolm,  Ian 

Manners,  Lord  Ed  ward  Wm.  J. 
Maple,  Sir  John  Blundell 
Marks,  Henry  Hananel 
Martin,  Richard  Biddulph 
Massey-MainwaringjHn.  W.  F. 
Mellor,  Colonel  (Lancashire) 
Meysey-Thompsou,  Sir  H.  M. 

NOES. 

Austin,  Sir  John  (Yorkshire) 
Austin,  M.  (Limerick,  W.) 
Bain  bridge,  Emerson 
Bayloy,  Thomas  (Derbyshire) 
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Middlemore,  J.  Throgmorton 
Milner,  Sir  Frederick  George 
Milward,  Colonel  Victor 
Monk,  Charles  James 
Moon,  Edward  Robeit  Pacy 
Moore,  W^illiam  (Antrim,  N.) 
More,  Rbt.  Jasper  (Shropshire) 
Morrell,  George  Herbert 
Morton,  ArthurH.  A.  (Deptford) 
Mount,  William  George 
Murray, Rt.  Hn.  A.Grahm(Bute 
Newdigate,  Francis  Alexander 
Nicol,  Donald  Ninian 
Pease,  Herb.  Pike  (Darlington 
Pender,  Sir  James 
Penn,  John 
Percy,  Earl 

Phillpotts,  Captain  Arthur 
Pieriwint,  Robert 
Powell,  Sir  Francis 
Rentoul,  James  Alexander 
Richardson,Sir  Thos.(HartlepU 
Ritchie,Rt.  Hn.  Chas.  Thomson 
Roliertson,  Herbert  (Hackney) 
RoUit,  Sir  Albert  Kaye 
Round,  James 
Itoyds,  Clement  Molyneux 
Russell,  T.  W.  (Tyrone) 
Ryder,  John  Hermrt  Dudley 
Samuel,  Harry  S.  (Limehouse 
Savory,  Sir  Joseph 
Scoble,  Sir  Andrew  Richard 
Seely,  Charles  Hilton 
Sharpe,  William  Edward  T. 
Simeon,  Sir  Barrington 
Smith,  Hon.  W.  F.  D.  (Strand) 
Spencer,  Ernest 
Stanley,  Hn.  Arthur  (Ormskirk 
Stanley,  Lord  (Lanes.) 
Steadman,  William  Charles 
Stephens,  Henry  Charles 
Stirling- Maxwell,  Sir  John  M. 
Strauss,  Arthur 
Strutt,  Hon.  Charles  Hedley 
Sturt,  Hon.  Humphry  Napier 
Talbot,  Lord  E.  (Chichester) 
Talbot,Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf.Univ. 
Thorbum,  Walter 
Thornton,  Percy  M. 
Tomlinson,  Wm.  Edw.  Murray 
Valentia,  Viscount 
Vincent,  Col.  Sir  C.  E.  Howard 
W^anl,  Hn.  Robert  A.  (Crewe) 
Warr,  Augustus  Frederick 
Welwter,Sir  R.  E.  (Isle  of  W) 
AVelby,  Lieut. -Col.  A.  C.  E. 
Whiteley,  George  (Stockport) 
Whiteley,H.  (Ashton-under-L. 
Whitmore,  Charles  Algernon 
W^illiams,'Joseph  Powell-(Binu 
WUson-Tudd,Wm.H.  (York^.) 
Wodehouse,  Rt.  Hn.  E.  R.  ( Bath 
Wyndham,  George 
Wyndham-Quin,  Major  W.  H. 
Young,  Commander  (BerksE.) 

Tellers  for  the  Ayes— 
Sir  William  Walrond  and 
Mr.  Anstruther. 


Beaumont,  Went  worth  C.  B. 
Blake,  Edward 
Broail hurst,  Henry 
Caldv.'cll,  James 
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Cameron,  Sir  Charles  (Glasgow 
Cameron,  Robert  (Durham) 
Channing,  Francis  Allston 
Clark,  Dr.  G.  B.  (Caithness-sh 
Colville,  John 
Crombie,  John  William 
Curran,  Thomas  (Sligo,  S.) 
Dalziel,  James  Henry 
Davitt,  Michael 
Dillon,  John 
Donelan,  Captain  A. 
Doogan,  P.  C. 
Dunn,  Sir  William 
Edwards,  Owen  Mor^n 
Farquharson,  Dr.  Robert 
Fenwick,  Charles 
Gold,  Charles 

Gourley,SirEdward  Temperley 
Griffith,  Ellis  J. 
•  Gurdon  Sir  William  Brampton 
Harwood,  George 
Hayne,  Rt.  Hn.  Charles  Seale- 
Hemphill,  Rt.  Hn.  Charles  H. 
Holden,  Sir  An^us 
Homiman,  Frederick  John 
Humphreys-Owen,  Arthur  C. 
Jones,  D.  Brynmor  (Swansea) 
Jones,  William  (Carnarvon) 
Kitson,  Sir  James 
Lambert,  George 
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Law8on,SirWilfrid(Cum  Viand 
Lewis,  John  Herbert 
Lloyd-George,  David 
Lough,  Thomas 
Lyefl,  Sir  Leonard 
Macaleese,  Daniel 
M*Ewan,  William 
McLaren,  Charles  Benjamin 
M^Leod,  John 

Mendl,  Sigismuod  Ferdinand 
Montagu,  Sir  S.  (Whitechapel) 
Morgan,  W.  Pritchard(Merthyr 
MorTey,Rt.  Hn.  John(  Montrose 
Moulton,  John  Fletcher 
Norton,  Capt.  Cecil  William 
Nussey,  Thomas  Willans 
O'Brien,  James  F.  X.  (Cork) 
O'Connor,  James(  Wicklow,W 
O'Connor,  T.  P.  (Liverpool) 
Oldroyd,  Mark 

Palmer,SirCharlesM.  (Durham 
Paulton,  James  Mellor 
Pease,  Alfred  E.  (Cleveland) 
Philipps,  John  Wynford 
Pickersgill,  Edward  Hare 
Price,  Robert  John 
Roberts,  John  Bryn  (Eifion) 
Roberts,  John  H.  (Denbighs.) 
Rnbson,  William  Snowdon 
Schwann,  Charles  E. 
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Scott,  C.  Prestwich  (Leigh) 
Shaw,  Chas.  Edw.  (Stafford) 
Soames,  Arthur  Wellesley 
Souttar,  Robinson 
Spicer,  Albert 
Stanhope,  Hon.  Philip  J. 
Stevenson,  Francis  S. 
Sullivan,  Donal  (Westmeath) 
Thomas  Abel  (Carmarthen,  E. 
ThomaSfAlfred  (Glamorgan,E. 
Thoma;s,DavidAlfred(  Merthyr 
Trevelyan,  Charles  Pliilipe 
Wallace,  Robert  (Edinburgh) 
Wallace,  Robert  (Perth) 
Walton,  JohnLaw8on(Leedfi,8. 
Walton,  Joseph  (Bamsley) 
Warner,  Thomas  Coortenay  T. 
Wedderbum,  Sir  William 
Weir,  James  Galloway 
Williams,  John  CarveD  (Notts. 
Wilson,Fred.  W.  (Norfolk) 
Wilson,  Henry  J.  (York.W.R) 
Wilson,  John  (Grovan) 
Woodall,  William 
Woodhouse,Sir  J  T  (Hudderef  d 
Yoxall,  James  Henry 

Tellers  for  the  Noes— 
Mr.  Goddard  and  Mr.  Hed- 
derwick. 


LAND  TAX  COMMISSIONERS'  NAMES. 

Bill  to  appoint  additional  Commission- 
ers for  executing  the  Acts  for  granting  a 
Land  Tax  and  other  Kates  and  Taxes, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Hanbury 
and  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 

Mr.  STEVENSON  (Suffolk,  Eye)  said 
in  years  gone  by  he  had  opposed  the  intro- 
duction of  this  Bill  on  the  ground  that 
it  was  an  unnecessary  measure,  and  also 
because  there  were  very  serious  ob- 
jections which  stood  in  the  way  of  the 
administration  of  the  Land  Tax.  This 
year  some  of  the  objections  which  were 
urged  in  years  gone  by  were  no  longer 
applicable,  because  some  of  the  small 
Land  Tax  payers  were  not  affected  to  the 
same  extent  as  they  were  on  previous 
occasions.  At  the  same  time,  although 
the  opposition  from  them  was  not  so 
strong  as  it  was  before,  he  thought  there 
were  serious  objections  to  the  measure, 
and  although  they  might  not  be  such 
as  ought  to  be  pressed  to  the  extent 
of  a  Division  against  the  first  reading,  it 
seemed  to  him  that  some  protest  ought 
to  be  made  against  the  constant  intro- 
duction of  measures  of  this  kind  year 
after  year.  The  whole  of  the  existing 
system  was  one  which  required  revision, 
and  he  earnestly  trusted  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  take  an  early  opportunity  of 
not  only  doing  away  with  the  property 
qualification  of  the   Land  Tax  Commis- 


sioners, but  also  of  handing  over  the  Land 
Tax  to  the  county  councils,  in  order  that 
the  matter  might  be  dealt  with  in  a  more 
equitable  manner. 

LAND    TAX  COMMISSIONERS'  NAMES 

BILL. 

To  appoint  additional  Commissioners 
for  executing  the  Acts  for  granting  a 
Land  Tax  and  other  Rates  and  Taxes ; 
presented  accordingly,  and  read  the  first 
time ;  to  be  read  a  second  time  upon 
Thursday  Ist  June,  and  to  be  printed. 
[Bill  216.] 


LONDON  GOVERNMENT  BILL. 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mr.  H.  J.  ROBERTSON  (Hackney) 
moved  the  insertion  of  the  following  new 
clause : — 

"  With  respect  to  a  mayor  of  a  borough 
being  by  virtue  of  his  oihce  a  justice  of  the 
peace — (1)  he  nhall  l)econie  a  justice  of  the 
peace  for  the  County  of  London  ;  (2)  he  shaJl 
not  be  disqualified  by  retinon  of  being  a  so- 
licitor practL:»ine  or  carrying  on  businefls  in  the 
County  of  London  or  City  of  London;  (3)  he 
shall  not  practLne  as  a  solicitor  before  any 
justices  of  the  County  of  London." 

The   object    of    the    Amendment     was 
to  placo  mayors  of  London  lK>roughs  in 
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the  same  position  as  those  of  provincial 
towns.  Though  London  was,  technically 
speaking,  a  county  l)orough,  it  was  nothing 
more  than  a  large  municipality,  precisely 
on  the  same  footing  with,  thgugh  rather 
larger  than,  Birmingham,  Manchester, 
and  Liverpool.  It  appeared  to  him,  there- 
fore, that  there  was  no  kind  of  reason 
why  a  solicitor,  who  was  mayor,  should 
be  disqualified  in  London.  He  thought 
it  was  a  great  grievance  that  solicitors 
could  not  sit  on  the  Bench  in  London. 
In  some  district  councils  there  was  great 
difficulty  in  getting  a  proper  chairman  at 
the  present  time.  He  knew  one  district 
where  there  were  five  solicitors  on  one  of 
these  bodies,  four  of  whom  had  absolutely 
refused  to  accept  the  chairmanship  because 
of  the  distinction  made  that  they  would 
not  be  justices  of  the  peace.  Under  the 
circumstances  he  thought  they  acted  very 
properly  and  rightly  in  refusing  the  office. 

New  clause  brought  up  and  read  the 
first  and  second  time  and  added. 

Mr.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.) :  I  beg  to 
move,  as  a  new  clause,  that : — 

"Nothing  in  this  Act  shall  authorise  any 
boroueh  council  to  alienate  any  recreation 
ground  or  other  open  space  dedicated  to  the 
U8e  of  the  public,  or  any  land  held  on  trusts 
which  prohibit  building  thereon." 

This  Amendment  is  intended  to  pre- 
vent the  provision  in  Clause  7  from  ope- 
rating in  a  way  which  I  do  not  think  the 
Government  intended.  The  Committee 
undoubtedly  knows  that  there  are  a  great 
many  recreation  grounds  and  open  spaces 
in  London  vested  sometimes  in  vestries 
and  sometimes  in  district  boards,  and  it 
is  very  desirable  to  preserve  them. 
Clause  7  would  make  it  aoubtful  whether 
they  could  be  preserved,  and  a  like 
doubt  is  created  by  Clause  15.  I  there- 
fore suggest  that  a  saving  clause  would 
be  the  T^t  way  of  preventing  any  diffi- 
culty arising. 

New  clause  brought  up  and  read  the 
first  and  second  time,  and  added. 

The    SOLICITOR  -  general    (Sir 

R.    B.    FiNLAY,   Inverness    Burghs),    in 

the    absence    of    Mr.    H.     L\    Greene 

(Shrewsbiu-y),  moved  the  following  new 

clause : — 

**  The  places  known  as  the  Inner  and  Middle 
Teiiiples  sliall  for  the  purposes  of  this  Act,  be 
deemed  to  be  within  the  City  of  London.' 


Clause  brought  up  and  road  the  first 
and  second  time,  and  added. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.)  said  he  wished  to  revert  to  a  ques- 
tion which  was  held  over  at  a  previous 
portion  of  the  proceedings,  and  which  the 
learned  Attorney-General  promised  to 
consider.  The  question  was  how  to  pro- 
tect the  tenant  in  the  case  of  the  sewers 
rate.  The  rate  was  a  charge  on  the  fee 
simple  unless  the  tenant  had  contracted 
away  his  rights.  The  Bill  abolished  the 
sewers  rate,  and,  unless  some  other  pro- 
vision were  made,  what  was  the  equivalent 
of  the  sewers  rate  would  fall  as  a  charge 
on  the  tenant.  He  begged,  therefore,  to 
move  the  follo^ving  new  clause : — 

"  As  between  landlord  and  tenant  every 
tenant  who,  if  this  Act  had  not  been  pansea, 
would  have  been  entitled  to  deduct  agamHt  or 
to  be  repaid  by  his  landlord  any  sum  paid  by 
such  tenant  on  account  of  the  sewers  rate 
shall  in  like  manner  be  entitled  to  deduct 
against  or  to  be  repaid  by  his  landlord  such 
portion  of  the  general  rate  as  represents  the 
sewers  rate." 

The  ATTORNEY -general  (Sir 
Richard  Webster,  Isle  of  Wight)  ex- 
pressed his  agreement  with  the  substance 
of  the  clause. 

Mr.  PICKERSGH^L  accordingly  asked 
the  learned  Attorney-General  to  allow  it 
to  be  included  in  the  Bill,  subject  to  such 
alteration  in  drafting  as  he  desired  to 
make. 

New  Clause  brought  up  and  read  the 
first  and  second  time,  and  added. 

Schedule  1  : — 

Mr.  STUART  (Shoreditch,  Hoxton) 
moved  to  substitute  for  the  list  of  areas 
in  the  Schedule : — 

"The  parisheA  included  in  Schedule  A  and 
districtH  included  in  Schedule  B  of  tlie 
Metropolis  Mana<;ement  Act  of  1855  and 
amen(ung  Acts  whicli  have  a  population  ex- 
ceeding 100,000." 

The  districts  which  by  his  motion  would 
be  included  in  the  Schedule  were  the 
following  : — Bethnal  Green,  Hackney, 
Mile  End,  Newington,  Shoreditch,  and 
Green>vich.  His  object  was  that  wherever 
a  sufficient  population  existed  and  there 
was  an  old  boundary  well  ascertained,  and 
the  district  had  long  been  a  local  govern- 
ment district,  it  would  l)e  better  for  the 
House  to  follow  out  the  suggestion  cm- 
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bodied  in  Sub-section  (b),  Clause  1,  and 
have  regard  to  those  ancient  boundaries. 
The  vestry  area  of  Shoreditch  had  existed 
as  a  separate  local  government  entity  for 
over  100  years,  and  was  managed  under 
an  Act  which  had  existed  for  a  similar 
period.  It  was  one  of  the  six  great 
vestries  under  the  Metropolis  Manage- 
ment Act,  1855,  which  contributed  two 
members  instead  of  one  to  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works.  Of  the  six 
vestries  five  were  included  already  in  the 
Schedule,  and  he  earnestl  v  urged  that  the 
sixth  should  be  included.  In  this  par- 
ticular locality  they  had  a  large  amount 
of  local  interest  and  honest  local  endea- 
vour towards  good  government.  The 
Bill  was  going  to  give  greater  local  life  to 
London,  and  they  wished  it  to  be  so,  and 
it  would  therefore  be  a  pity  to  break  up 
some  of  the  historical  single  areas  when 
their  government  was  in  many  instances 
extremely  satisfactory.  He  did  not 
believe  that  the  government  of  any  of  the 
new  boroughs  could  be  more  satisfactory 
than  that  of  some  of  the  best  vestries, 
and  amongst  these  certainly  he  included 
the  Vestry  of  the  Parish  of  Shoreditch. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  15,  line 
4,  to  leave  out  all  the  words  after 
"  parishes  "  in  order  to  insert — 

"  Included  in  Schedule  A,  and  districts  in- 
cluded in  Schedule  B,  of  the  Metropolis 
Management  Act  of  1855  and  amending  Acts." 
-^Mr.  Stuart) 

Question  proposed : 

"That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out 
stand  part  of  the  Schedule." 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester, 
E.)  :  The  honourable  Gentleman  who  has 
just  sat  down  has  evidently  moved  his 
Amendment  in  order  to  obtain  from  Her 
Majesty's  Gk)vemment  any  statement  that 
we  are  prepared  to  make  on  the  general 
question  embodied  in  this  schedule,  and, 
if  quite  convenient  to  the  House,  I  pro- 
pose at  this  stage  to  add  something  to 
what  I  ventured  to  state  on  the  second 
reading.  I  have  since  had  a  large  amount 
of  information  afforded  me  from  localities 
not  included  in  the  Bill  as  it  stands.  I 
have  had  petitions  and  representations ;  I 
have  had  interviews  with  many  persons 
closely  connected  with  the  districts  ;  and 
I  have  done  my  best  to  collect  informa- 
tion. The  result  is,  that  I  think  I  am 
able  to  advise  the  House  to  include  more  J 

Mr,  Stnarf. 


areas  in  the  schedule  than  it  was  possible 
to  do  at  the  time  when  I  could  not  con- 
sult the  local  areas,  and  had  no  means  of 
obtaining  the  information  which  has  since 
reached  me  through  various  channels.  If 
the  House  will  look  at  the  non-scheduled 
part  of  London,  they  will  see  that  it  natu- 
rally divides  itself  into  six  districts.  The 
first  is  that  included  in  the  old  Tower 
Hamlets  borough,  which  includes  a  large 
number  of  areas,  the  only  one  of  which  in 
the  present  schedule  is  the  Poplar  District. 
There  remains  outside  the  Poplar  district 
a  large  number  of  areas  as  to  which 
various  questions  arise,  and  I  confess  that 
I  have  not  been  able  to  find  any  plan 
which  goes  to  meet  the  necessities  of  good 
government  and  the  local  wishes  of  the 
inhabitants.  As  at  present  advised,  there- 
fore, subject  to  discussion  that  may  be 
raised,  I  see  no  possibility  of  settling  the 
questions  involved  except  after  a  local 
inquiry. 

Mr.  STUART  :  That  is  of  the  resident 
Borough  of  Tower  Hamlets. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Yes,  of  the 
resident  Borough  of  Tower  Hamlets. 
The  area  proposed  is  Bow,  Bromlev, 
Poplar,  Mile  End  Old  Town,  St.  George's 
in-the-East,  Whitechapel. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  (Tower  Ham- 
lets.  Poplar) :  Does  that  mean  that  Poplar 
is  to  be  taken  out  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  No  ;  I  see  no 
method  of  dealing  with  this  area  except 
after  local  enquiry.  The  next  area  may 
be  described  as  the  Southwark  and  New- 
ington  area.  Again,  I  see  no  method  of 
dealing  with  this  area  which  will  satisfy 
the  requirements  of  sound  local  Grovern- 
ment  and  the  wishes  of  the  inhabitants, 
and  so  again  I  am  driven  with  great 
reluctance  to  leave  these  districts  to  l>e 
decided  upon  after  local  inquiry.  The 
third  area  is  that  of  South  Hackney  and 
Stoke  Newington.  I  do  not  pronounce 
aA  opinion  upon  it ;  I  would  like  to  hear 
what  will  be  said  upon  it  when  we  come 
to  discuss  it  on  the  schedule.  There 
remain  what  I  may  call  the  central  and 
south-eastern  areas.  In  regard  to  both  of 
these,  I  am  prepared  to  advise  the  Com- 
mittee to  add  greatly  to  the  schedule ; 
in  fact,  to  include  tfie  whole  of  these 
areas  in  the  Schedule.  I  should  suggest 
that  in  the  central  area  we  should  form  a 
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borough  comprising  the  existing  Parlia- 
mentary division   of    Holborn ;    another 
consisting  of  the  existing  Parliamentary 
divisions  of  East  and  Central  Finsbury, 
these  two  together  forming  one  area ;  an 
area    consisting    of    the     Parliamentary 
Borough  of  Bethnal  Green,  and  an  area 
comprising    the    Parliamentary  Borough 
of  Shoreditch.      Although  one    or    two 
of    these     areas     are     smaller     than    I 
would  desire,  there  are  special  reasons 
connected  with  them  for  making  them 
combined  units  of  Local  Government,  and 
I  believe  it  would  be  in  accordance  with 
the  wishes  of  the  local  inhabitants  that 
they   should  be    grouped  as   I  suggest. 
That  disposes  of  the  central  area.     There 
remains  the  great  South-East  of  London 
to  consider,  an  area  not  as  yet  very  large 
in  population,  but  considerable  in  extent, 
and  probably  with  a  great  future  before 
it.     That  area  includes  Deptford,  Green- 
wich, Woolwich,  and  Lewisham.     After 
carefully     considering     the     matter,     it 
appears  to  me  that  we  cannot  do  better 
than   practically   adopt  as  areas   of  the 
new  boroughs   the  areas  found  to  work 
well  as  Parliamentary  districts.     I  believe 
that  no  serious  objection  will  be  raised 
to  placing  these  Parliamentary  areas  in 
the  schedule,  and  if  that  were  done,  the 
whole  area  of  South-P^ast  London  would  be 
satisfactorily    disposed     of.     True,    this 
arrangement  of  boundaries  makes  greater 
the  distinction   between  the  Poor  Law 
and  administrative  areas,  but  I  do  not 
think  that  that   can  be   avoided,  and  I 
believe  that  on  the  whole  the  suggestion 
I   have   made   would   not    be   uriavour- 
ably  regarded  by  the  inhabitants  of  the 
district.      L  have    adopted    the    Parlia- 
mentary   areas     because     Parliamentary 
life  is  itself  a  natural  bond  of  unioji,  and 
brings  together  the  various  interests  of 
all  the  people  concerned,  and  if  we  can 
make   the  area  of  Imperial  institutions 
coincide   with  municipal   institutions,   so 
far  a  great  gain  is  effected.     It  will  be 
seen  that   I   propose   to   add  eight  new 
boroughs  to  the  schedule,  which  I    will 
again  read  out  to  the  Committee  in  order 
that  there  may  be   no   mistake : — First, 
the   Parliamentary  division  of  Holborn ; 
the  second  borough  is  constituted  by  the 
Parliamentary    divisions    of     East     and 
Central    Finsbury ;     third,    the     Parlia- 
mentary   Borough    of    Bethnal    Green ; 
fourth,    the    Parliamentary  Borough  of 
Shoreditch  ;  fifth,  Deptford  ;  sixth,  Green- 
wich ;   seventh,  Lewisham ;    and  eighth. 


Woolwich.  It  only  remains  for  me  to 
note  that  the  Parish  of  Lewisham  has  to 
be  omitted  from  the  present  schedule 
in  order  to  substitute  for  it  the 
Parliamentary  division  of  Lewisham, 
because  Lee  was  not  in  the  parish,  and 
will  have  to  be  added  in  order  to  make 
the  new  area  coincide  with  the  Parlia- 
mentary area.  I  hope  I  have  made  my 
general  proposition  clear,  and  although  I 
cannot  hope  to  have  satisfied  the  vanous 
local  aspirations  that  have  found  expres- 
sion in  amendments,  I  trust  I  have  done 
something  material  towards  improving 
the  Bill. 

Mr.  CAUSTON  (Southwark,  W.) 
hoped  that  the  right  honourable  Gentle- 
man's mind  was  still  open  to  receive  some 
information  in  regard  to  West  Southwark. 
That  district  had  everything  that  a 
municipal  corporation  could  desire  for 
successful  work. 

♦The  chairman  said  that  the 
honourable  Gentleman  was  entitled  to 
discuss  the  general  situation,  but  not  at 
that  stage  the  particular  claims  of  a  parti- 
cular district. 

Mr.  CAUSTON  hope  that  the  right  hon- 
ourable Gentleman  would  not  close  the  door 
to  the  claims  of  West  Southwark. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  said  that 
every  member  of  the  Committee  must 
have  been  glad  to  hear  what  had  fallen 
from  the  right  honourable  Gentleman. 
The  only  object  they  had  in  view  with 
regard  to  this  matter  was  that  those  areas 
still  left  to  the  Commissioners  would  be 
so  few  in  number  that  it  would  be  pretty 
obvious  on  what  grounds  they  would  be 
carried  out.  He  was  sorry  that  the  right 
honourable  Gentleman  had  not  seen  his 
way  to  include  the  Tower  Hamlets. 

Captain  NORTON  (Newington, 
W.)  hoped  that  if  West  Newington  was 
not  to  be  included  in  the  schedule,  the 
right  honourable  Gentleman  would  take 
it  into  his  serious  consideration.  There 
were  most  cogent  reasons  why  it  should 
be.  He  took  it  that  the  basis  of  the  Bill 
was  that  a  borough  area  should  have  a 
population  of  over  100,000,  and  a  rate- 
able value  of  £500,000.  West  Newing- 
ton fulfilled  both  these  conditions. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  rose  to  a  point 
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of  order.  It  would  be  more  convenient  if 
honourable  Gentleman  waited  until  parti- 
cular districts  were  reached  before  dis- 
cussing the  merits  of  each. 

Mr.  STUART  said  that  after  the 
statement  made  by  the  right  honourable 
Gentleman,  which  went  a  very  consider- 
able way  to  meet  his  views,  and  also 
greatly  improved  the  operation  of  the 
schedule,  he  would  withdraw  his  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  L.  R.  HOLLAND  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Bow  and  Bromley)  said  that  after 
listening  to  the  statement  made  by  the 
Leader  of  the  House,  he  could  not  help 
thinking  that  there  was  a  certain 
amount  of  truth  in  the  remark  made  at 
a  meeting  the  previous  night  by  the 
leader  of  the  Progressive  party,  that  this 
Bill  had  ceased  to  be  a  Bill  for  the  reform 
of  London  Government,  but  had  become 
a  small  though  not  unsatisfactory  Bill  for 
the  reform  of  the  existing  vestries. 
Honourable  Members  opposite  no  doubt 
would  welcome  such  a  Bill  in  preference 
to  a  measure  on  large  lines  for  the 
reform  of  London  Government.  If 
Uiere  was  one  feature  in  the  Bill 
that  a£forded  an  element  of  comic 
relief  it  was  the  proposal  to  create  the 
district  of  Chelsea  as  a  scheduled  borough. 
At  present  Chelsea  consisted  of  Chelsea 

5 roper  and  of  the  district  of  Kensal  Town, 
'he  Royal  Commission  presided  over  by 
the  right  honourable  Member  for  Bodmin 
proposed  to  create  a  borough  of  Chelsea, 
but  it  was  to  include  Chelsea  and  the 
district  of  Kensal  Town.  These  form 
one  Poor  Law  Union,  one  parliamentary 
area  and  local  government  area.  This 
Bill,  however,  proposed  to  take  away 
Kensal  Town  from  Chelsea,  although  the 
latter  had  only  a  wretched  population  of 
something  like  70,000  inhabitants,  and 
would  therefore  not  conform  to  one  of 
the  principles  on  which  the  Bill  was 
founded.  The  result  would  be  that  part 
of  Kensal  Town  would  go  to  Kensington, 
and  part  to  Paddington,  and  that  in  both 
Paddington  and  Kensington  there  would 
be  two  assessing  authorities.  He  could 
not  see  why  they  should  create  such  a 
confusion.  There  was  another  ominous 
feature  in  regard  to  the  proposal  Kensal 
Town  was  to  be  taken  from  Chelsea,  but 
Knightsbridge  was  to  bo  added   to   it. 

Mr.  A,  /.  Balfour. 


That  was  a  very  nice  arrangement,  be- 
cause it  would  take  away  the  poorest 
part  of  the  district,  and  add  a  rich  area 
from  the  neighbourhood.  His  idea  was 
that  they  should  make  one  borough  of 
Chelsea  and  Kensington,  by  which  all 
difficulties  in  regard  to  Poor  Law  areas 
and  so  on  would  be  avoided,  and  there 
would  be  one  homogeneous  borough. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  15, 
column  1,  line  7,  to  leave  out  "  Chelsea." 
—(Mr,  L.  R  Hollavd.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  *  Chelsea ' 
stand  part  of  the  Schedule." 

*Mr.  WHITMORE  (Chelsea)  was  afraid 
he  must  take  exception  to  the  arguments 
of  his  honourable  friend.  Apart  from 
his  natural  prejudices,  he  thought  there 
were  solid  reasons  why  the  object  of  his 
honourable  friend  should  not  be  enter- 
t^ned.  What  they  wished  to  do  by  this 
Bill  was  to  carve  out  a  certain  number 
of  districts  in  London  which  had  all  the 
requisites  for  good  municipal  areas.  The 
primary  object  should  be  that  a  district 
should  have  a  real  local  life,  should  have 
a  past  with  traditions,  and  have  a  popula- 
tion interested  in  its  local  life  and  govern- 
ment. Chelsea  for  many  years  hail 
possessed  all  these  attributes.  The  pro- 
posal of  his  honourable  friend  was  part 
of  a  large  scheme  which  he  had  em- 
bodied in  many  amendments  on  the 
Paper,  a  scheme  for  what  was  called  the 
tenification  of  London.  He  thought 
that  in  London  they  ought  to  have  in 
future  some  large  and  important  districts 
such  as  Greater  Westminster,  and  also 
such  districts  as  Shoreditch  and  Bethnal 
Green,  which  had  at  present  a  vigorous 
local  life ;  and  also  some  which,  if  with  a 
smaller  population,  yet  were  kept  together 
by  a  living  local  feeling.  His  honourable 
friend  proposed  to  tie  on  to  Chelsea 
another  district,  such  as  Kensington, 
which  had  a  history,  traditions,  and  local 
life  of  its  own.  He  asked  the  Committee 
not  to  embark  on  such  a  course,  but  to 
stand  fast  to  the  principles  of  the  Bill ; 
and,  speaking  for  Chelsea,  he  hoped  the 
Committee  would  scout  with  proper  con- 
tempt the  Amendment  of  his  honourable 
friend. 

*SiR  T.  G.  FARDELL  (Paddington, 
S.)  said  he  was  in  complete  agreement 
with  the  general  proposition  of  the  hon- 
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ourable  Member  for  Bow.  He  had  a  right 
to  ask  that  the  borough  with  which  he 
was  interested  should  not  be  prejudiced 
by  the  change  to  be  made.  The  effect 
would  be  that  21,000  persons  would  be 
handed  over  to  the  tender  mercies  of  the 
Boundary  Commissioners  and  divided 
between  Kensington  and  Paddington. 
The  geographical  position  should  have 
something  to  do  with  the  scheme.  If 
honourable  Members  would  look  at  the 
map  they  would  find  that  Chelsea  was 
sandwiched  between  two  parts  of  Ken- 
sington, and  part  of  Kensington  ran  be- 
tween two  parts  of  Chelsea.  If  Chelsea 
and  Kensington  were  combined  for 
municipal  purposes,  a  large  and  important 
borough  could  be  created  which  would 
not  interfere  with  any  local  interest  what- 
ever, and  would  work  extremely  well. 
Of  course  the  objection  might  be  urged 
that  it  would  make  too  large  a  borough. 
They  might  look  at  it  in  another  way. 
He  founa  that  Chelsea  district,  if  it  re- 
mained in  the  schedule  as  now  proposed, 
would  comprise  650  acres,  whereas  every 
one  of  the  other  14  areas,  Westminster 
excluded,  possessed  a  larger  acreage. 
Then,  again,  its  population  was  75,196, 
which  was  smaller  than  that  of  any  of  the 
other  14  areas.  Again,  the  rateable  value 
was  £747,790.  Of  the  other  14  areas 
which  were  scheduled  ten  had  a  larger 
rateable  value  and  only  four  a  lesser. 
Surely  these  facts  afforded  some  ground 
for  making  an  appeal  to  the  First  Lord 
to  see  whether  he  could  not  keep  an  open 
mind  on  this  proposal.  For  ages  past  the 
two  parishes  of  Chelsea  and  Kensington 
had  been  mixed  up  together,  and  before 
the  Eoyal  Commission  in  1894,  evidence 
was  given  in  favour  of  the  rejection  of  the 
proposal  to  interfere  with  Chelsea.  He 
ventured  to  assert  that  if  Kensington 
were  joined  to  Paddington  it  would  be  a 
most  inequitable  and  unfair  arrangement. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  My  honourable 
friend  has  made  a  special  appeal  to  me  to 
yield  to  the  Amendment.  But  I  think  he 
must  have  recognised  that  the  course 
recommended  by  the  Amendment  is  one 
which  the  Government  cannot  be  expected 
to  take.  Kensington  and  Chelsea  have 
not  only  got  local  traditions  and  a  local 
municipal  life  already,  but  that  local 
municipal  life  is  one  of  great  vigour,  and 
the  manner  in  which  they  manage  their 
affairs  may  well  be  a  model  for  many  of 
the  new  boroughs  to  bo  created  under  this 


Act.  To  attempt  to  take  two  districts 
which  themselves  make  natural  units,  and 
amalgamate  them  together  in  one  un- 
natural whole,  would  be  very  inexpedient. 
My  honourable  friend  the  Member  for  Bow 
and  Bromley  has  declared  that  to  put 
Chelsea  in  this  Bill  destroys  it  as  a  great 
measure,  of  reform.  He  also  quoted  with 
approval  the  statement  of  the  gentleman 
whom  he  described  as  the  leader  of  the 
Progressive  Party  in  the  County  Council, 
that  the  alterations  made  have  entirely 
destroyed  the  innocuous  character  of  the 
Bill.  I  fail  to  remember  any  change 
made  during  the  Committee  stag«  which 
has  materially  altered  the  character  of  the 
measure  as  1  introduced  it  two  months 
ago  with  the  approval  of  my  honourable 
friend.  However  that  may  be,  Chelsea 
has  been  included  in  the  first  schedule 
from  the  beginning,  and  I  utterly  fail  to 
understand  why  the  retention  of  Chelsea 
should  entirely  alter  the  character  of  the 
Bill.  I  hope  the  Committee  will  not 
agree  to  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  L.  R.  HOLLAND  said  he  would  with- 
draw  the  Amendment,  but  he  would  like 
to  remind  the  right  honourable  Grentleman 
that  in  his  speecn  on  the  Second  Reading 
of  the  Bill  he  observed  that  the  ridiculous 
feature  of  the  measure  was  the  inclusion 
of  Chelsea. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

♦Sir  a.  SCOBLE  (Hackney,  Central) 
said  he  rose  to  move  the  Amendment 
which  stood  in  the  name  of  the  Member 
for  Shoreditch,  the  object  being  to  insert 
"  Hackney  "  after  "  Fulham."  He  said 
his  constituents  very  much  objected  to 
any  partition  of  the  existing  parish  of 
Hackney,  because  that  would  do  away 
with  local  traditions  and  dislocate  local 
life.  The  present  Parliamentary  borough 
comprised  three  divisions — North,  Soutn, 
and  Central.  The  poorer  classes  resided  in 
the  South  and  Central  districts,  while  the 
wealthier  classes  were  to  be  found  in  the 
North,  and  he  did  not  think  it  would  be 
desirable  that  there  should  be  any  separa- 
tion which  could  only  lead  to  much  trouble, 
vexation,  and  inconvenience  to  all  engaged 
in  the  local  administration  of  the  parish. 
He  would  have  preferred  that  the  Parlia- 
mentary borough  should  be  identical  with 
the  municipal  borough,  but  Stoke  New- 
ington  objected  to  this.  He  could  only 
say  that  if  Btoke  Newington  liked    to 
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rejoin  Hackney  they  would  be  glad  to 
receive  it. 

Amendment    proposed,    in    page    15, 
column  1,  line  8 — 

"  After  *  Fttlhara  *  to  insert  *  Hackney.'  "— 
{Sir  A.  Scohle.) 

m 

Question  proposed   "That  *  Hackney* 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  H.  J.  ROBERTSON  said  they 
had  now  come  to  the  second  district 
of  which  the  First  Lord  spoke,  and 
which  he  said  was  specially  reserved 
for  debate,  as  he  wished  to  hear  the  argu- 
ments stated.  This  was  not  a  complicated 
area  like  Tower  Hamlets,  and  there  were 
only  three  ways  of  settling  the  difficulty 
— first  by  throwing  Hackney  and  Stoke 
Newington  into  one,  secondly  by  keeping 
them  apart,  and  thirdly  by  cutting  on 
the  North,  or  richest  part  of  Hackney, 
and  uniting  it  with  Stoke  Newington, 
which,  in  itself,  was  a  rich  district.  The 
third  plan  would  certainly  not  be  approved 
of  locally,  and  he  was  confident  the 
House  would  not  assent  to  it.  The  First 
Lord  had  always  stated  that  he  did  not 
want  ancient  parishes  divided,  and  if 
there  was  one  form  of  division  which 
was  more  objectionable  than  any  other  it 
was  that  which  cut  off  the  richest  part  of 
a  parish.  There  could  be  no  difficulty  in 
making  Hackney  a  borough  in  itself,  and 
it  was  clear  that  but  for  the  case  of 
Stoke  Newington,  Hackney  would  have 
been  a  scheduled  area.  The  only  diffi- 
culty in  fact  arose  from  Stoke  Newington. 
The  latter  was  a  small  area,  but  it  was 
one  considerably  increasing  in  population, 
and  it  would  be  augmented  to  an  appre- 
ciable extent  under  this  Bill.  On  its 
borders  there  was  a  very  large  town 
growing  up,  and  he  had  no  doubt  that  in 
process  of  time  that  neighbouring  district 
would  want  to  come  into  the  county  of 
London.  Stoke  Newington  would  be 
what  might  be  called  a  first-class  borough, 
other  districts  might  like  to  join  it,  and 
it  would  be  free  to  receive  additions  to  it 
from  the  county  of  Middlesex.  Stoke 
Newington  was  separated  from  Hackney 
eight  years  ago,  and  local  feeling  was 
opposed  to  the  two  districts  being  joined 
together  again.  If  they  divided  the 
parish  of  Hackney  they  would  create  a 
city  of  the  rich  in  the  northern  part  and 
a  city  of  the  poor  in  the  southern  part. 
Though  this   Was  a  difficult  question,  it 

Sir  A:  Scdhh. 


was  not  a  complicated  one,  and  these  two 
districts  ought  not  to  be  put  to  the 
expense  of  going  before  the  Commis- 
sioners to  decide  it. 

Mr.  STUART  said  he  was,  of  course, 
aware    that    the   borough    of    Hackney 
caused  a  good  deal  of  difficulty  to  the 
Grovernment,  but  he  was  inclined  to  think 
that  the  decision  in  regard  to  this  ques- 
tion might  as  well    be  made  by    that 
House.     The  difficulty  arose  in  regard  to 
Stoke  Newington,  and  there  was  only  one 
way  of  solving  it.     Hackney  was  united 
to  Stoke  Newington  for  a  great  many 
years  under  the  Metropolis  Management 
Act,  1855,  and  the  feuds  between  the  two 
parts  of  the  then  district  of  Hackney  and 
Stoke  Newington  were  interminable  and 
intolerable.      The    result  was    that,   by 
mutual  consent,  they  obtained  a  separa- 
tion, each  place  came  in  consequence  to 
be  governed  by  its  own  vestry,  and  he 
did  not  see  how  they  could  be  put  together 
again.     It  was  possible  to  take  r^orth 
Hackney  and  add  it  to  Stoke  Newington, 
but  if  they  did  that  they  would  cet  into 
an  extreme  difficulty  about  rateable  value. 
North  Hackney  had  a  rateable  value  of 
£8  per  head  of  the  population,  and  the 
remainder  of  the  parish  had  only  a  rate 
able  value  of  about  £4  5s.     That  was  a 
solution  he  did  not  like  to  face.    The 
only  other  course    would    be  to    leave 
Hackney  alone  and  to  leave  the  Com- 
missioners to  deal  with  Stoke  Newington 
in  the  one  way  that  it  could  reasonably 
be  dealt  with,  and  that  was  by  adding  to 
it  portions  of  the  county  of  Middlesex, 
which  together  had  a  population  repre- 
senting nearly  20,000  people.     By  that 
means  the  borough  of  Stoke  Newington 
would  have  a  population  of  50,000,  and, 
though  it  would  be  the  smallest  borough 
in  London,   the    anomaly    woidd  be  a 
gradually  diminishing  one,  because  the 
population  in   this  district  was  rapidly 
increasing.     When  dividing  London  up 
into    boroughs    they    could    not     avoid 
creating  some  anomalies  as  to  size. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  This  question 
of  Hackney  and  Stoke  Newington  has 
caused  about  as  much  embarrassment  to 
those  who  have  had  to  consider  the  ques- 
tion of  areas  as  any  other  question  in  the 
Bill.  It  is  true  that  the  question  is  simple, 
and  is  not  complicated  like  the  questions 
connected  with  Southwark  and  the  Tower 
Hamlets.     You  have  not  before  you  a 
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series  of  possible  alternatives.      In  this 
case  no  doubt  you  have  very  plain  alter- 
natives, with  regard  to  which  it  is  hard 
to  see  that  a  local  inquiry  would  put  the 
inquirers  into  a  better  position  than  the 
Committee   are  in   at  the  present   time. 
There     are      three      and     only     three 
possible  methods  of    dealing  with  this 
area.     You  might  divide  the  whole  area 
into  north  and  south  divisions,  but  the 
objections  to  that  are  almost  insuperable, 
as  it  would  not  only  cut  up  a  district  that 
is  an  historical  entity,  but  would  divide 
the  rateable  value  in  a  most  inconvenient 
manner.       He     rejects,    therefore,    that 
method.      The  second  alternative  is  to 
make  the  whole  area  one  borough  and  to 
require  Hackney  and  Stoke  Newington, 
much  against  their  will,  to  live  under  one 
municipal  organisation.      The  objection 
to  that  is  that  there  appears  to  be  great 
ill-feeling  and  mutual  ill-will — it  almost 
amounts  to  that — between  the  inhabitants 
of  the  two  districts,  and  Parliament  hav- 
ing considered  this  very  case  and  gone 
carefully  into  it  by  the  machinery  of  a 
Select  Committee  has   actually  decided 
that  this  ill-assorted  couple  shall  no  longer 
be  required  to  live  together.     It  would 
be  a  very  serious  thing  to  forcibly  join 
together  those  who  are  thus  put  assunder, 
and  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  possible 
for  the  Committee  to  take  the  responsi- 
bility of  such  a  course.    The  third  method 
is  to  leave  the  historical  parish  of  Hackney 
undivided  and  untouched,  and  allow  Stoke 
Newington,    with   or  without    additions 
from  the  neighbouring  county  of  Middle- 
sex, to  form  a  borough  by  itself.     There 
is,  as  far  as  I  know,  but  one  objection  to 
that,  but  it  is,  from  my  point  of  view,  a 
serious  objection.    It  is  an  objection  foim- 
dcd  upon  the  small  size  of  the  possible 
Stoke  Newington  municipality.    Whether 
additions  from  Middlesex  are  made  to  it 
or  not  it  must  remain  abnormally  and 
exceptionally  small,  although  not  perhaps 
in  area.     We  must,  therefore,  face  the  fact 
that  if  we  adopt  this  third  course  we  shall 
bo  creating  a  borough  which  is  smaller 
than  the  rest  of  the  lx)roughs  and  smaller 
than  we  desire  to  see.     I  am  not  aware 
that  any  local  inquiry  would  elicit  new 
facts  or  find  out  any  arguments  with 
which  we  are  not  thoroughly  conversant. 
I  conceive,  therefore,  that  the  Commis- 
sioners would  be  driven  to  make  Hackney 
into  a  separate  borough  and  Stoke  New- 
ington into  a  separate  borough,  and  would 
have  to  justify  that  course  by  submitting 


a  special  Report  to  Parliament.  That 
would  be  a  heavy  responsibility  to  throw 
upon  them,  and  I  should  be  glad  to  relieve 
them  of  it.  Having  heard  what  has  fallen 
from  honourable  Gentlemen  on  both  sides 
of  the  House,  I  have  reluctantly,  but  de- 
cidedly, come  to  the  conclusion  that  per- 
haps we  had  better  face  the  responsibility 
ourselves  and  decide  that  Hackney  shall 
be  constituted  a  separate  municipality, 
even  if  it  involves  the  inevitable  incon- 
veniences which  I  have  endeavoured  to 
describe.  I  am,  therefore,  prepared  to 
accept  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  BOUSFIELD  (Hackney,  N.)  said 
he  was  in  a  position  of  great  difficulty 
which  disqualified  him,  unfortunately, 
from  giving  a  vote  on  the  Amendment. 
One  section  of  his  constituents,  those 
residing  at  Stoke  Newington,  would  bo 

E leased  with  the  decision  which  the  First 
lOrd  had  announced,  for  it  would  relieve 
them  of  a  nightmare,  and  they  would  no 
longer  fear  that  their  position  would  be 
disturbed  by  the  Bill.  But  with  regard 
to  the  other  part  of  his  constituency 
(North  Hackney),  he  was  in  the  greatest 
difficulty,  because  by  scheduling  Hackney 
they  would  be  deprived  of  the  chance  of 
going  before  the  Boundary  Commissioners 
and  urging  that  the  North  Division  of 
Hackney  snould  be  joined  to  Stoke  New- 
ington. He  was,  therefore,  compelled  to 
move  an  Amendment  excepting  North 
Hackney  from  the  area,  as  he  did  not 
see  any  other  way  in  which  he  could  lay 
the  views  of  thatpjrtion  of  his  constitu- 
ents before  the  Committee.  Now  they 
complained  that  their  wants  had  hitherto 
been  practically  unattended  to.  The  roads 
in  that  important  neighbourhood  had  been 
utterly  neglected.  Large  sums  were  spent 
in  Mare  Street,  the  commercial  portion  of 
the  parish,  with  which  North  Hackney 
had  nothing  in  common,  and  money  levied 
over  the  whole  district  was  chiefly  expen- 
ded outside  North  Hackney.  Indeed  the 
representatives  of  that  division  of  the 
parish  found  themselves  unable  to  obtain 
a  hearing  at  the  Hackney  Vestry,  and 
when  there  were  proposals  to  expend 
large  sums,  very  little  of  which  would  be 
devoted  to  North  Hackney,  they  were 
actually  closured  if  they  raised  any  op- 
position. An  endeavour  had  been  made 
to  obtain  the  views  of  the  ratepayers  of 
North  Hackney  upon  this  question.  A 
poll  had  been  taken,  the  result  being  that 
in  that  portion  of  Hackney  which  was  in- 
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eluded  in  his  constituency,  4,086  voted  for 
the  connection  with  Stoke  Newington  and 
only  448  for  continuing  the  connection 
with  Hackney.  Again  as  regarded  rate- 
able value  he  would  like  to  point  out  that 
-the  rateable  value  of  that  portion  of 
Hackney  which  he  represented,  bore 
almost  identically  the  same  proportion  to 
populatioii  as  did  the  rest  of  Hackney. 
Under  these  circumstances  he  begged  to 
move  the  Amendment  standing  m  his 
name. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment — 

"After  *  Hackney*  to  insert  'except  the 
portion  thereof  included  in  the  Parhamen- 
tary  division  of  North  Hackney  *  "-—(ikTr. 
Bousfield, ) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  insert^  in  the  proposed  Amend- 
ment." 

Mr.  COHEN  (Islington,  E.)  said  that 
having  a  personal  acquaintance  with  the 
grievances  of  the  inhabitants  of  Stoke 
Newington,  he  felt  their  case  would 
be  a  difficult  one  to  fight  before  the 
Boundary  Commissioners,  because  of  its 
comparatively  small  rateable  value.  It 
was  true  that  Stoke  Newington,  with 
Hornsev,  would  be  the  smallest  area,  but 
it  would  not  long  occupy  that  unique 
position.  As  regarded  good  management 
and  everything  which  went  to  constitute 
those  conditions  which  the  right  honour- 
able Gentleman  laid  down  as  necessary  to 
form  an  exemplary  area,  he  was  quite  sure 
that  Stoke  Newington  would  prove  itself 
as  good  as  any  other  part. 

Mr.  LOWLES  (Shoreditch,  Haggers- 
ton)  said  his  honourable  friend  had  made 
the  best  of  a  very  bad  case.  Stoke  New- 
ington formerly  formed  part  of  the  Par- 
liamentary borough  of  Hackney,  and  he, 
having  resided  for  many  years  in  North 
Hackney,  would  like  to  see  them  rejoined, 
as  he  held  that  the  Parliamentary  borough 
was  the  best  unit  for  municipal  purposes. 
There  was,  however,  a  strong  local  feeling 
against  reunion,  and  he  thought  the  First 
Lord  had  taken  the  best  possible  course 
on  the  matter.  He  hoped  that  the  oppor- 
tunity would  be  taken  to  cut  off  those 
outlying  parts  of  Middlesex  which  were 
of  no  use  to  Middlesex,  but  which  would 
be  useful  in  making  Stoke  Newington  a 
more  compact  borough.     On  the  whole, 

Mr.  Bousfield. 


however,  he  congratulated  the  Grovern- 
ment  on  having  settled  a  dispute  which 
would  have  been  interminable  had  it  been 
left  to  local  decision. 

Question  put  and  negatived. 

Original  Amendment  again  proposed. 

Question  put  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment    proposed — 

"  In  page  15,  column  2,  line  7,  to  leave  ont 
*Lewi8hain*" — (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour.) 

Question,  "  That  Lewisham  stand  part 
of  the  Schedule,"  put  and  negatived. 

Mr.  STEADMAN  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Stepney)  said  he  was  anxious,  as  one  of 
the  Members  for  Tower  Hamlets,  that  the 
Committee  should  decide  upon  the  area 
of  the  remaining  portion,  apart  from 
Hackney,  without  its  being  referred  to 
the  Boundary  Commission.  The  Govern- 
ment had  decided  that  Bethnal  Green 
should  be  a  borough  by  itself,  and  that 
had  removed  the  chief  obstacle  to  the 
Amendment  he  was  about  to  propose. 
He  saw  no  difficulty  in  the  way  of  settling 
the  areas  for  the  rest  of  Tower  Hamlets. 
His  proposal  was,  that  Mile  End  Old 
Town  should  be  scheduled  as  a  borough. 
Mile  End  had  a  population  of  111,060 
and  a  rateable  value  of  £400,000.  That 
brought  it  within  the  scope  of  the  Bill, 
because  the  limit  of  population  was 
100,000  and  the  minimum  of  rateable 
value  £400,000.  In  the  year  1809  it  had 
a  population  of  9,488  and  a  rateable  value 
of  £18,225,  so  that  in  ninety-eight  years 
its  population  had  increased  by  over 
100,000  and  its  rateable  value  by 
£381,000  odd.  He  compared,  therefore, 
both  its  population  and  its  rateable  value 
with  three  parishes  already  scheduled  in 
the  Bill,  namely,  Hammersmith,  Chelsea^ 
and  Hampstead.  In  all  those  three  cases 
they  found  that  the  population  was  lower 
than  that  of  Mile  End,  while  the  acreage 
and  rateable  value  was  slightly  larger. 
But  after  all,  taking  into  consideration  its 
population  and  its  rateable  value,  he  con- 
sidered that  Mile  End  had  just  claims  on 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  to  be 
made  a  borough  in  itself.  On  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill,  they  listened  to  a 
very  interesting  historical  lecture  by  the 
honourable  Member  for  Westminster,  in 
reference  to  the    past    history  of    that 
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Elace.     WoII,  he  claimed  that  Mile  End 
ad  an  historical  record  equal  to  that  of 
Westminster.     In  the  past  many  judges 
and  bishops  had  resided  there,  and  their 
residences  are  still  in  existence  in  close 
proximity  to  Stepney  Green.     It  also  has 
a  number  of  almshouses  belonging  to  the 
Skinners  Company  and  twelve  almshouses 
founded  by  Judge  £lliot    in  1592,  for 
poor  men  past  labour.     One  historian  said 
Stepney  was  known  as  a  city  1,100  years 
before  the  birth  of  Christ.     In  1299,  in 
the   time  of    King  Edward  I.,  a  Parlia- 
ment assembled  at  Stepney  in  the  house 
which   was  then  occupied  by  the  Lord 
Mayor  of  London,  and  that  Parliament 
confirmed  the  charter    of    their   liberty. 
He  thought  he  had  now  given  sufficient 
kistory  to  convince  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  that  Stepney   had  some    good 
local  traditions  and  had  a  fair  claim  to  be 
included  in  the  schedule  as  a  borough 
council. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  15, 
column  2,  line  7 — 

-'  After  *  Fulhaitt/  to  insert  *  Mile  End  Old 
Town.' "—(i»fr.  Steadman,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  *  Mile  End 
Old  Town  '  be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  CHARRINGTON  (Tower  Ham- 
lets, Mile  End)  said  he  could  not  agree 
with  the  proposal  which  had  been  made 
by  his  honourable  friend.  He  was  in 
favour  of  the  proposal  of  the  Gk)vernment, 
because  he  believed  that  better  local 
government  would  be  secured  by  having 
large  municipalities. 

Mr,  SYDNEY  BUXTON  did  not  think 
he  could  support  the  proposal  of  his 
honourable  friend  behind  nim,  but  he 
should  like  to  know  if  the  Grovemment 
could  consider  the  Tower  Hamlets  as  a 
whole.  There  were  nine  areas  left  out  of 
the  schedule,  and  siu'ely  they  could  arrive 
at  a  sufficient  agreement  to  dispense  with 
the  Commissioners  dealing  with  it.  He 
was  inclined  to  think  that  there  might  be 
two  divisions  in  the  Tower  Hamlets, 
namely,  Limehouse  and  Mile  End,  and 
Whitechapel  and  St.  George's,  for  they 
had  that  evening  included  a  considerable 
number  of  very  small  areas.  He  did 
appeal  to  the  Government  to  put  them 
out  of  their  misery  and  allow  the  Tower 
Hamlets  to  be  scheduled  in  some  way  or 
other,  and  not  leave  the  question  to  be 
decided  by  the  Commissioners. 


Mr.  H.  S.  SAMUEL  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Limehouse),  said  he  desired  to  register  a 
very  strong  protest  against  any  such  idea 
as  that  of  scheduling  Bow  and  Bromley 
and  leaving  the  rest  as  one  borough. 
When  they  considered  that  the  population 
would  be  300,000,  and  the  rateable  value 
£1,400,000,  it  seemed  much  larger  than 
some  of  the  areas  with  which  they  had 
been  dealing.  There  was  a  proposition  to 
make  the  whole  of  the  Tower  Hamlets 
one  municipality,  but  that  would  make  a 
population  of  half  a  million  and  a  rateable 
value  of  over  £2,000,000,  which  he 
thought  was  much  too  large  for  one  muni- 
cipality. As  the  representative  of  Lime- 
house he  desired  to  say  that  the  feeling 
of  his  constituents  was  strongly  in  favour 
of  joining  with  the  poor  law  union  of 
Mile  End  Old  Town,  and  they  suggested 
that  having  regard  to  history  they  wished 
to  be  called  the  Corporation  of  Stepney, 
because  that  was  the  division  which  had 
the  largest  historical  interest.  Stepney 
had  a  claim  in  many  other  ways,  and  he 
protested  most  strongly  against  dealing 
with  the  rest  of  the  Tower  Hamlets  in 
the  way  that  had  been  suggested. 

Mr.  L.  R.  HOLLAND  said  he  should 
like  to  consider  what  was  the  alternative 
before  the  Committee.  It  had  been  pro- 
posed, in  the  first  place,  that  there  should 
be  two  municipalities  in  the  Tower  Ham- 
lets. Another  proposal  was  that  the 
borough  of  Poplar  should  be  scheduled, 
and  that  then  the  rest  of  the  Tower 
Hamlets  should  be  left  to  the  Commis- 
sioners. When,  however,  they  came  to 
consider  how  this  was  to  be  done  they 
found  disagreement  existing.  The 
honourable  Member  for  Stepney  pro- 
posed that  Mile  End  should  stand  by 
itself,  but  the  honourable  Member  for 
Limehouse  said  that  would  not  do.  Then 
the  honourable  Member  for  Whitechapel 
said  they  must  have  Whitechapel  alone 
and  leave  out  Mile  End.  One  thing  they 
all  appeared  to  be  agreed  upon,  and  that 
was  that  they  had  all  determined  not  to 
amalgamate  with  the  poorest  part  of  the 
Tower  Hamlets,  which  was  St.  George's, 
and  surely  that  was  entirely  wrong.  It 
was  impossible  to  make  any  division 
which  would  respect  and  conserve  any  of 
the  historical  boundaries  there.  There 
was  only  one  ancient  area  and  historical 
boundary  in  East  London  around  which 
a  good  many  associations  clustered,  and 
that  was  the  historical  boundary  and  area 
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of  the  Tower  Hamlets,  which,  if  consti- 
tuted as  one  area,  would  make  a  borough 
of  considerable  importance,  which  would 
carry  out  the  principle  and  view  which 
this  Bill  was  introduced  for,  and  which 
would  contain  in  itself  all  the  di£ferent 
Poor  Law  districts,  and  which  would  not 
involve  the  constant  cutting-up  of  areas 
which  any  other  distribution  must  of 
necessity  involve,  for  the  Tower  Hamlets 
as  a  whole  was  a  homogeneous  area.  He 
did  not  for  a  moment  contend  that  this 
proposal  would  be  received  with  rapture 
in  many  parts  of  East  London,  and  the 
only  communications  he  had  received 
upon  the  subject  had  been  violent  pro- 
tests from  the  vestrjes  against  this  pro- 
posal. In  this  matter,  however,  they 
should  not  consider  what  was  popular,  but 
what  would  be  most  beneficial,  and  he 
supported  this  idea  because  he  believed 
that  it  would  add  to  the  efficiency  and 
economy  of  local  government  in  those 
districts,  and  would  also  add  to  the 
dignity  and  importance  of  the  local 
authority  for  that  district.  Of  course 
every  argimient  which  supported  the 
constitution  of  Westminster  as  a  city  also 
went  to  support  the  constitution  of  a 
large  borough  in  a  poor  district  like  the 
Tower  Hamlets.  It  must  necessarily  be 
advantageous  and  more  economical  to 
administer  a  large  district  rather  than 
have  a  number  of  small  districts,  and 
they  should  remember  that  even  under 
this  Bill  they  had  transfen-ed  powers  to  the 
local  authorities  which  would  afford  an  im- 
mense opportunity  for  jobbery  and  for 
people  getting  on  to  the  council  to  exer- 
cise their  power  without  regard  to  the 
interests  of  the  people.  This  kind  of 
thing  was  far  too  prevalent  in  London, 
and  the  only  way  to  prevent  jobbery  was 
to  make  the  areas  so  large  and  important 
that  it  was  difficult  and  almost  impossible 
for  men  to  combine  on  the  council  to  push 
their  own  interests.  It  was  better  to 
have  a  large  area,  because  then  the  system 
of  equalisation  would  operate  more  fairly. 
He  knew  that  in  the  view  he  was  placins: 
before  the  Committee  he  had  not  thi 
support  of  the  local  vestries  in  his  own 
constituency,  but  he  maintained  that  it 
was  unjust  to  divide  and  make  a  separate 
borough  of  an  area  which  was  so  poor  and 
which  had  so  little  opportunity  of 
development  as  the  proposed  borough  of 
Poplar.  Therefore,  for  the  sake  of 
efficiency  and  economy,  and  of  getting  rid 
of  many  undesirable  influences,  he  thought 

Mr.  L.  K  HoUa/nd. 


the  whole  of  the  Tower  Hamlets  was  the 
right  borough  to  create. 

♦Sir  SAMUEL  MONTAGU  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Whitechapel)  said  he  was  per- 
fectly certain  that  the  City,  some  time  or 
other,  would  absorb  Whitechapel,  and 
therefore  for  the  present  he  would  much 
rather  that  it  should  remain  as  it  was. 
Having  regard  to  the  fact  that  the 
adjoining  borough  of  Bethnal  Green  was 
to  be  a  separate  borough  under  the  new 
Act,  he  saw  no  reason  why  WTiitechapel 
should  not  also  be  a  separate  borough. 
There  was  no  reason  for  its  being  merged 
in  the  proposed  large  borough.  It  had  a 
population  of  nearly  80,000,  and  he  was 
certainly  opposed  to  the  proposal  of  the 
honourable  Member  for  Bow  that  the 
Tower  Hamlets  should  be  constituted  one 
borough,  but  if  it  was  not  possible  for  the 
right  honourable  Gentleman  to  accept  his 
Amendment  and  to  make  it  a  separate 
borough,  he  would  prefer  to  take  all  the 
remaining  Tower  Hamlets  together — 
Mile  En(^  Limehouse,  Whitechapel,  and 
St.  George's-in-the-East  —  and  although 
then  it  would  be  a  very  large  borough,  it 
would  be  smaller  in  area,  though  larger 
in  rating  and  population,  than  Poplar. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  have  listened 
with  great  interest  and  attention,  but  with 
some  perplexity  of  mind,  to  this  discussion ; 
but  I  am  perfectly  clear  about  one  thing : 
I  am  prepared,  of  course,  and  I  daresay 
we  shall  all  be  driven  to  leave  this  matter 
to  the  Commissioners.  It  is  not  the  be«t 
course,  I  admit.  There  are  two  courses 
which  I  could  adopt.  One  is  to  make  the 
whole  of  the  Tower  Hamlets  one  borough, 
but  that  is  a  course  which,  I  believe,  will 
not  meet  with  general  support,  and  which 
will  not  be  accepted  by  the  House ;  the 
other  course  is  to  leave  one  part  of  the 
area  as  it  is  scheduled  in  the  Bill  and  to 
schedule  the  other  part  as  one  area. 
That  is  opposed  by  the  honourable 
Member  for  Limehouse  and  the  honour- 
able Member  for  St.  George's-in-the-East. 
I  have  no  ground  for  thinking  that  they 
would  differ  from  the  view  that  the  area 
I  now  suggest  would  be  acceptable,  but  if 
that  is  the  general  view  of  the  House  on 
both  sides  1  should  be  prepared  to  accept 
it.  But  if  there  is  any  general  opposition 
from  any  quarter,  then  I  think  the  matter 
must  be  referred  to  local  enquiry. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  said  that  he 
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thought  the  proposals  which  had  been 
made  by  the  right  honourable  Gentleman 
would  be  met  with  approval  and  support, 
although  the  honourable  Member  for 
Bow  and  Bromley  would  naturally  prefer 
the  larger  borough.  There  was  no  doubt 
that  he  would  a^ee  to  the  suggestions 
which  had  been  thrown  out.  There  was 
only  one  suggestion  which  he  wished  to 
maxe,  which  was  that  the  right  honourable 
Gentleman's  proposals  should  be  embodied 
in  the  Bill  subject  to  the  matter  being 
considered  on  Report.  If  there  was  found 
to  be  a  very  strong  feeling  in  the  Tower 
Hamlets  against  the  proposal,  then  of 
course  that  would  have  to  be  considered. 
He  thought  that  the  ri^ht  honourable 
Gentleman  should  be  entitled  to  reserve 
his  opinion  with  regard  to  the  matter, 
but  at  the  same  time  he  thought  the 
proposals  should  be  introduced  mto  the 
Bill  at  this  stage. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  ;  I  do  not  object 
to  that  proposal.  It  must  be  distinctly 
understood  that  I  reserve  my  liberty  to 
judge  of  the  facts  that  come  to  my  know- 
ledge between  this  and  the  Report  stage. 
I  am  sorry  that  the  honourable  Member 
for  Limehouse  does  not  agree,  but  as  the 
preponderence  of  opinion  appears  to  be  in 
favour  of  this  we  must  accept  it. 

Mr.  STUART  expressed  the  opinion 
that  the  proposal  was  a  wise  one,  inas- 
much as  it  enabled  the  Committee  to  put 
before  the  constituencies  a  distinct  scheme 
which  they  could  decide  upon  far  better 
than  if  it  were  in  any  other  form,  and  he 
thought  the  postponing  the  matter  to  the 
Report  stage,  if  necessary,  was  a  very  wise 
plan. 

Mr.  L.  R.  HOLLAND  was  of  opinion 
that  the  plan  which  had  been  proposed 
was  the  plan  least  calculated  of  all  that 
they  could  have  fixed  upon  to  improve 
matters.  The  proposal  was  to  take  the 
two  poorest  districts  and  form  them  into 
one  borough  ;  to  take  away  their  oppor- 
tunities of  sharing  the  expense  of  their 
government  with  that  of  a  better  circum- 
stanced and  better  placed  district,  and 
leave  them  to  bear  and  exercise  the 
powers  which  are  to  be  transferred  under 
the  Bill,  but  which  hitherto  have  been 
centraibed  and  classed  upon  a  common 
basis.  'They  would  have  now  to  pay  all 
the  expense  themselves.  With  regard  to  i 
the  powers  to  be  transferred  the  nonour- 
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able  Member  pointed  out  that  there  were 
many  important  powers  which  it  would 
be  impossible  to  transfer  to  poor  districts 
of  this  kind,  and  which  even  were  it 
possible  to  transfer  them,  could'  not  be 
exercised  with  advantage  or  economy  by 
a  working-class  district  of  London.  The 
position,  therefore,  was  that  whenever  in 
future  it  was  proposed  to  transfer  further 
powers  to  the  different  districts  of 
London  the  objection  would  be  raised 
that  the  powers  were  not  suitable  to  the 
locality,  and  the  poverty  of  the  locality 
would  stand  as  an  absolute  bar  against 
that  future  development  and  municipal 
knowledge  of  the  people  which  this  Bill 
was  brought  in  to  promote.  He  objected 
to  a  small  area  in  Chelsea,  but  a  small 
area  in  a  rich  district  was  not  half  so  bad 
in  his  opinion  as  a  small  area  in  a  poor 
one.  The  area  in  question  was  wholly 
unsuited  to  be  scheduled  in  the  Bill.  All 
the  Bill  did  so  far  as  he  could  see  in  the 
district  of  Poplar  was  to  take  the  area  of 
the  District  Board  of  Works,  call  it  a 
borough,  and  give  it  a  council  with  a 
mayor  and  aldermen.  It  did  nothing  to 
improve  the  government  of  the  district 
or  the  condition  of  the  people  or  ease 
them  of  any  part  of  the  burden  which 
they  now  had  to  bear.  He  condemned  the 
whole  proposal.  He  agreed  with  Dr. 
Collins'  statement  that  it  was  a  mere 
vestry  reform  bill. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  This,  I  assume, 
is  the  last  time  which  my  honourable 
friend  desires  to  put  before  the  Committee 
the  views  upon  this  question  which  he  has 
placed  before  it  on  other  occasions  with 
so  much  persistency.  I  can  only  say  that 
I  think  his  criticisms  are  wholly  un- 
founded. My  honourable  friend  appa- 
rently would  regard  this  Bill  as  a  very 
good  Bill  if  we  introduced  into  it  his  par- 
ticular scheme,  which  would  constitute  a 
borough  in  the  East  End  of  London 
larger  than  almost  any  other  borough, 
and  which  would  reach  the  highest  limit 
of  a  borough  in  any  part  of  the  kingdom. 
That  is  the  plan  he  wants  us  to  adopt. 
The  proposal  we  actually  make  leaves 
him  in  Poplar — in  that  part  of  the  old 
Tower  Hamlets  with  a  population  of 
170,000,  and  will  leave  the  population  of 
the  remaining  part  at  300,000.  In  other 
words  there  are  not  more  than  four  or  five 
boroughs  in  England  larger  than  those 
which  we  propose  to  constitute  in  this 
district.     Yet  this  is  the  measure  which 
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is  regarded  by  my  honoui'able  friend  as 
so  petty  and  contemptible  that  he 
searches  the  speeches  of  political  op- 
ponents to  find  language  which  is  scath- 
ing enough  for  its  condemnation.  The  pro- 
posal we  have  accepted  divides  this 
enormous  population  into  two  districts 
with  distinct  councils,  and  that  appears  to 
be  more  acceptable  than  the  proposal  of 
my  honourable  friend,  who  must  have 
observed  that  he  has  no  support  in  any 
quarter  of  the  House. 

Mr.  H.  S.  SAMUEL  expressed  the 
opinion  that  the  plan  of  the  honourable 
Member  for  Bow  and  Bromley  was  in- 
finitely better  than  the  scheme  of  the 
right  honourable  Gentleman  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury.  He  did  not  see 
any  reason  for  cutting  off  one  small 
corner  of  this  district,  wnich  was  also  the 
poorest  portion,  and  leaving  the  other 
part,  which  was  of  large  rateable  value,  to 
form  a  large  corporation.  He  protested 
most  earnestly  against  the  proposal  of  the 
right  honourable  Gentleman ;  he  objected 
to  their  being  taken  out  of  the  hands  of 
the  Commissioners  and  divided  as  was 
suggested  by  the  proposal,  and  was  of 
opinion  that  if  the  Tower  Hamlets  was 
divided  into  two  corporations  it  would  be 
very  much  against  the  wishes  of  the  great 
proportion  of  the  inhabitants  of  that 
district.  As  the  lesser  evil  he  begged  the 
right  honourable  Gentleman  to  leive  it  to 
the  Commissioners  to  settle  the  districts. 

Mr.  STEADMAN  said  that  in 
his  opinion  the  honourable  Member 
for  Bow  and  Bromley  was  acting  very 
inconsistently,  because  having  spoken 
and  voted  in  favour  of  the  Bill, 
he  was  now  doing  his  best  to  belittle 
it.  The  honourable  Member  complained 
that  the  Tower  Hamlets  was  not  made 
into  one  municipality,  and  he  complained 
that  Poplar  was  very  poor,  and  under  this 
Bill  would  get  no  relief.  But  every  one 
of  the  other  Tower  Hamlets  were  equally 
poor — Mile  End  for  instance.  In  Poplar 
and  Bow  and  Bromley  the  population 
were  better  off  than  in  any  of  the  other 
Tower  Hamlets.  It  appeared  to  him 
(Mr.  Steadman)  that  nobody  was  going 
to  get  his  own  way  as  to  the  schedule 
of  the  Bill,  and  that  being  so  there  must 
be  some  compromise.  As  he  was  unable 
to  persuade  the  Government  to  form  Mile 
Elnd  into  a  separate  municipality,  he  was 
prepared  to  support  the  proposal  of  the 
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First  Loixi  of  the  Treasury,  who  he  sin- 
cerely hoped  would  carry  out  the  idea 
which  he  had  foreshadowed.  Having 
come  to  that  conclusion  he  begged  leave 
to  withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Captain  NORTON:  Seeing  the  im- 
portance of  the  Amendment  standing  in 
my  name 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  (Battersea):  Is 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  going  to 
move  the  Schedule  % 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  should  much 
prefer  that  course.  It  certainly  would  be 
most  convenient. 

♦The  chairman  :  It  is  impossible  to 
move  the  Schedule  now,  because  as  it 
now  stands  that  cannot  be  done,  I  think, 
until  we  reach  the  conclusion  of  the 
parishes. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  said  that  no 
doubt  technically  that  was  so,  but  at  the 
same  time  it  would  give  great  satisfac- 
tion to  the  Blast  End  to  have  a  definite 
announcement  from  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  think,  per- 
haps, we  might  break  into  the  lot  of 
parishes  here,  although  it  may  not  be 
quite  in  order.  I  suggest  that  we  should 
first  put  in  the  parishes,  and  then  put  in 
districts,  and  then  take  up  the  parishes 
again. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  15, 
column  2,  line  7 — 

"  To  insert  after  the  word  *  Lanibeth '  the 
words  '  the  areas  of  Mile  End  Old  Town  and 
St.  George's-in^the-East  and  the  districtH  of 
Limehouse  and  Whitechapel.'" — {Mr,  A.  J. 
Balfour.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Sir  R.  R  FINLAY  suggested  that  the 
method  that  should  be  adopted  was  to 
take  the  parishes  down  to  ''Lambeth,' 
and  then  insert  the  areas,  and  then  go 
back  to  parishes.  It  would  read  perfecUy 
grammatically,  and  he  thought  it  could  be 
easily  done. 
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AmeiHliuent  proposed  to  the  proposed 
irneiKimoiit  - 

"After  the  word  *  Whitechaper  to  innert 
the  words  'and  Poplar.'  " — {Mr.  il.  S.  Samuc/.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
*  and  Poplar  *  stand  part  of  the  proposed 
Amendment." 

Mr,  SYDNEY  BUXTON  called  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  by  this  method  of 
dealing  with  these  particular  areas  two  of 
the  poorest  parishes  were  joined  together 
n\u\  two  of  the  more  rich,  and  one  was 
left  between, 

Mr.  L.  K.  HOLLAND  said  it  occurred 
to  him  that  while  this  matter  was  before 
the  Committee  it  would  be,  perhaps,  as 
well  to  get  the  areas  right.  To  do  that 
the  Government  would  have  to  leave  out 
jKirt  of  St.  Mary's,  \Vliitechapel,  which 
was  included  in  the  City. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Captain  NORTON  moved  to  include 
Newington  among  the  boroughs,  and  said, 
having  regard  to  the  importance  of  the 
district  he  had  strong  grounds  for  his 
Amendment.  The  very  titles  "Novington 
Butts  "and  "Newington  Causeway  "showed 
how  ancient  the  borough  was.  Its  present 
|K)pulation  is  123,000,  and  its  rateable 
value  £517,000.  In  1885,  it  sent  two 
members  to  Parliament,  and  in  1888  four 
members  to  the  County  Council.  It  was 
a  district  which  had  been  admirably 
governed  in  the  past,  and  in  fact,  it  was 
the  pioneer  of  local  self-government.  If 
it  was  joined  under  this  Bill  to  another 
[Kii'ish  the  effect  would  be  to  nullify  the 
state  of  perfection  which  they  had 
attained,  because  it  would  be  impossible 
for  the  other  parish  to  at  once  come  up 

(» the  level  of  Newington  in  the  excellence 
(,(  its  drainage  system  and  other  matters 

ipon  which  it  had  spent  many  thousands 
of  pounds  in  the  past. 

Amendment    proposed — 

•  **  In  page  15,  column  2,  line  7,  after  *  Fulhani ' 
to  insert  'Newington.' — {Captain  Norton.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  *  Newington ' 
stand  part  of  Schedule." 

Mr.  JAMES  BAILEY  (Walworth)  said 
ho  dedired  to  draw  the  attention  of  the 


Committee  to  the  suitability  of  Newington 
as  a  municipalitv.  The  right  honourable 
Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  Honse  had 
made  many  concessions  during  the  delmte, 
and  he  had  that  day  learned  that  the  Gk)vern- 
ment  had  granted  a  municipality  for 
Shoreditch  and  Bethnal  Green.  If  they 
were  suitable  for  municipalities  he  thought 
Newington  was  eminently  suitable.  There 
was  one  thing  he  was  more  than  surprised 
at,  and  that  was  that  Chelsea  was 
made  a  separate  municipality.  Chelsea 
was  smaller  in  area  than  Newington, 
and  if  Chelsea  was  granted  a  municipality 
he  thought  Newington,  having  regard 
alike  to  its  histoncal  associations,  its 
population,  and  its  rateable  value,  should 
be  granted  one  too. 

Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER  said  he 
had  listened  with  very  great  interest  to 
the  speech  of  the  honourable  and  gallant 
Member  opposite  (Captain  Norton),  who 
had  recounted  to  the  Committee  the  good 
deeds  and  merits  of  Newington.  He  only 
hoped  that  it  would  not  be  necessary  for 
the  honourable  Gentlemen  who  repre- 
sented other  divisions  of  London  to  give 
them  similar  accounts.  He  quite  recognised 
that  the  district  had  certain  features  and 
elements  which  made  it  suitable  to  be  a 
separate  municipality,  but  surely  the 
honourable  and  gallant  Member  opposite 
and  his  honourable  friend  behind  him 
(Mr.  Bailey)  must  recognise  that  the 
question  could  not  be  considered  in  an 
isolated  way.  It  was  absolutely  necessary 
to  consider  the  geographical  area  and 
relation  of  the  surrounding  districts  to  it, 
and  whether  they  were  so  interlaced  that 
they  could  all  be  worked  together. 


I  Mr.  STUART  said  the  Attorney- 
i  General  seemed  to  be  in  .  a  Rip  Van 
Winkle  state  about  the  Bill.  He  forgot 
that,  with  the  exception  of  four  districts, 
,  the  whole  of  London  had  now  been 
scheduled.  Those  districts  involved  alto- 
gether a  population  of  about  300,000, 
and  formed  a  rateable  value  of  about 
£1,500,000.  He  must  say  he  did  not 
think  there  was  any  area  in  London  that 
could  make  out  a  better  case  to  be 
treated  as  a  separate  area  than  Newington. 
He  did  not  wish  to  deal  with  the  merits 
of  Newington,  which  had  been  so  admir- 
ably placed  before  the  Committee  by 
the  Member  for  Newington.  But  was  it 
worth  while  making  two  bites  at  a 
cherry  1    They  had  now  got  the  whole 
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of  London  scheduled,  and  he  ventured  to 
think  that  they  should  deal  with  Newing- 
ton  in  a  similar  way  to  WhitechapeL  In 
the  case  of  this  particular  district  he  did 
not  see  why  a  definite  arrangement  might 
not  be  come  to  now.  They  could  then 
leave  the  people  who  belonged  to  those 
districts  to  criticise  the  definite  proposal, 
and  they  would  be  able  to  make  their  repre- 
sentations to  their  Members  and  others 
before  the  Report  stage,  and  those  repre- 
sentations could  be  considered.  If  at  that 
stage  there  was  such  a  conflict  of  local 
opinion  that  they  did  not  see  their  way 
as  a  House  of  Commons  to  settle  the 
matter,  Newington  might  be  withdrawn 
from  the  schedule,  and  the  contending 
parties  referred  to  the  Commissioners. 
The  same  arguments  as  to  ancient 
boundaries  applied  to  Newington  as  to 
other  London  districts.  The  Committee's 
instructions  to  the  Commissioners  were 
that  they  were  to  have  regard  to  those 
boundaries,  and  if  that  were  done  he 
thought  they  would  feel  it  very  necessary 
to  take  the  view  that  Newington  should 
be  left  by  itself. 

Mr.  CAUSTON  said  that  as  Member  for 
West  Southwark  he  would  like  to  support 
the  suggestion  of  his  honourable  friend 
the  Member  for  Shoreditch.  Personally 
he  would  be  delighted  to  see  West 
Newington  made  into  a  separate  borough, 
but  not  unless  the  present  division 
of  West  Southwark  were  also  con- 
stituted a  separate  borough.  As  a 
Parliamentary  area  it  had  a  rateable 
value  of  £554,000,  although  the  popula- 
tion was  only  64,447.  fie  wanted  the 
Committee  to  remember  when  looking  at 
population  that  the  West  Southwark 
division  was  very  similar  to  the  City  of 
London.  Business  was  transacted  in 
warehouses  and  manufactories,  and  the 
day  population  was  very  much  larger 
than  that  given  in  the  Census  returns. 
The  division  itself  was  admirably  fitted 
to  become  a  municipal  area,  and  work 
would  be  found  which  would  command 
the  services  of  men  who  would  be  willing 
to  serve  in  the  incorporation.  There 
were  large  and  important  charities,  a 
grammar  school,  free  public  library,  baths, 
washhouses,  public  markets,  polytechnics, 
and  two  workhouses.  In  fact,  there  was 
no  Parliamentary  area  in  London  more 
fitted  for  a  municipal  corporation  than 
West  Southwark.  Without  any  disrespect 
to  the  hoDOQjable  Members  for  Botiier- 
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hithe  or  Bermondsey,  there  was  one 
thing  they  desired  more  than  anything, 
and  that  was  that  they  should  not  be 
tacked  on  to  Rotherhithe  or  Bermondsev. 

« 

They  would  work  more  harmoniously,  if 
necessity  arose,  with  West  Newington. 
He  would,  in  the  interest  of  peace  and 
good  government,  earnestly  soh'cit  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  to  end  the 
proceedings  that  evening  as  peacefully  b^ 
they  had  begun,  and  to  make  West  South- 
wark a  separate  borough. 

Mr.  LOWLES  said  that  having  got 
all  they  wanted  in  North  London,  he 
would  support  what  honourable  Members 
wanted  for  South  London.  Personally, 
he  would  like  to  see  Southwark  includeci 
in  the  City,  for  it  had  practically  a  City 
population,  but  he  really  did  not  see  why 
it  should  not  be  treated  as  a  separate 
entity.  He  also  did  not  see  how  the 
Government  could  resist  the  demand  of 
West  Newington  to  be  constituted  a 
separate  borough,  since  it  fulfilled  all  the 
conditions  as  to  population  and  rateable 
value. 

♦Colonel  HUGHES  (Woolwich)  said 
he  had  noticed  that  the  representatives 
of  those  districts  which  had  high  rate* 
desired  to  annex  themselves  to  the  districts 
where  the  rates  wore  low,  and  that  the 
low-rated  districts  resisted  incorporation 
with  the  high-rated  districts.  Amalga- 
mation, however,  should  not  be  governeri 
by  a  question  of  rates.  Districts  ought 
to  assist  one  another.  Perhaps  it  would 
be  well  to  group  the  whole  of  the 
boroughs  in  the  district  under  the  head 
of  Southwark,  and  upon  that  definit^^ 
proposition  objections  could  be  discussed 
at  a  later  stage. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  thought  thai 
the  argument  in  the  case  of  West  Newing- 
ton was  stronger  than  in  the  case  of  Tower 
Hamlets.  They  ought  to  schedule  the 
remaining  five  districts.  They  had  now 
scheduled  4^  millions  of  the  population 
of  London,  and  left  only  350,000  to  be 
dealt  with.  They  ^vould  be  stultifying 
themselves  if  they  were  luiable  to  agre<^ 
to  schedule  these  five  remaining  districts, 
subject  to  alteration  on  report  after 
proper  argument.  The  question  of  rating 
did  not  in  his  opinion  enter  into  the 
matter  at  all. 

Sir  EDWARD  CLARKE  (PiymOTth) 
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agreed  that  it  was  very  desirable  to  put 
some  definite  propositions  in  the  Bill ; 
hut  he  hoped  his  right  honourable  friend 
would  not  be  too  easily  tempted  to  make 
proposals  of  separation  in  the  Bill.  If 
proposals  were  to  be  considered  between 
that  stage  and  Report  they  should  be  for 
union  rather  than  separation.  The  pro- 
ceedings that  evening  had  shown  one 
thing,  and  that  was  with  what  extraordinary 
skill  this  scheme  had  been  brought  before 
the  House.  If  the  Grovernment  had 
started  by  proposing  the  arrangement 
which,  by  general  consent,  had  found  its 
place  in  the  schedule  of  the  Bill,  they 
would  have  aroused  antagonism  all  over 
Ijondon,  whereas  they  had  now  succeeded 
ill  bringing  a  great  deal  of  harmony  into 
the  proceedings.  In  regard  to  Rother- 
hithe  and  Bermondsey,  which  he  at  one 
time  represented,  he  thought  they  ought 
to  be  uin'ted  in  one  constituency.  Their 
lH)undaries  and  their  size  seemed  to  mark 
them  out  naturally  as  being  adapted  to 
form  a  very  important  municipality. 
But  he  could  not  see  any  reason  for 
separating  Southwark  and  Newington. 
United,  they  would  make  a  more  useful 
aud  important  corporation  than  either 
Southwark  or  Newington  would  alone. 
He  would  have  liked  to  see,  indeed,  an 
important  part  of  Southwark  united  to 
the  City,  which  in  fact  he  had  attempted 
to  deal  with  some  time  ago.  It  was 
suggested  that  inasmuch  as  they  had  set 
up  one  anomaly  in  the  North  of  London 
in  the  case  of  Stoke  Newington,  there 
was  no  objection  to  setting  up  another  in 
the  South  of  London  in  the  case  of  South- 
wark. But  the  cases  were  not  at  all 
parallel.  There  would  be  very  soon  a 
considerable  influx  of  population  into 
Stoke  Newington,  but  in  all  probability 
the  residential  population  of  Southwark 
would  become  smaller  and  smaller.  He 
trusted  that  the  right  honourable  Gentle- 
man the  Leader  of  the  House  would  decide 
to  divide  this  district  into  two  areas,  and 
not  three  ;  one  consisting  of  Rotherhithe 
and  Bermondsey,  and  the  other  Southwark 
and  West  Newington. 

Captain  NORTON  said  that  nothing 
whatever  had  been  urged  in  any  speech 
which  had  been  delivered  on  either  side 
nf  the  House  agaiu&t  West  Newington 
>>eing  made  a  borough  by  itself.  All 
that  had  been  said  was  that  West  New- 
ington was  to  be  penalised  on  account  of 
its  peculiar    position.      What    was    the 


diflRculty  about  West  Southwark  1  It  was 
not  that  it  was  unimportant,  or  that  its 
rateable  value  was  too  low,  but  that  if 
happened  to  have  only  a  population  of 
from  64,000  to  70,000.  But  that  was 
the  night  population ;  it  had  a  very 
much  larger  day  population.  They  could 
settle  this  question  speedily  and  amicably. 
What  he  suggested  was  that  they  should 
put  in  the  schedule  West  Newington  as 
one  borough,  then  Bermondsey  and 
Rotherhithe  as  another,  and  then,  as  a 
somewhat  smaller  but  not  less  important 
borough.  West  Southwark. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  think  this  is 
the  most  difficult  problem  we  have  had 
to  deal  with  in  connection  with  the 
division  of  London  into  boroughs,  and 
I  do  not  pretend  that  any  of  the  solu- 
tions offered  have  been  thoroughly  satis 
factory.  But  this,  at  all  events,  appears 
to  be  clear — namely,  that  there  are  only  two 
courees  which  I  can  recommend  the  Com- 
mittee to  consider.  One  is  the  course  of 
leaving  the  whole  consideration  of  the 
problem  raised  by  this  area  to  the  decision 
of  the  Commissioners  at  a  local  inquiry, 
the  other  is  to  divide  the  area  into  two 
boroughs — one  borough  to  consist  of 
Rotherhithe  and  Bermondsey,  the  other 
of  Newington  and  West  Southwark.  I 
thoroughly  S3rmpathise  with  the  view  of 
the  honourable  Gentleman  who  has  just 
sat  down.  The  honourable  Gentleman 
represents  a  portion  of  a  borough  which 
is  honourably  distinguished  as  a  sanitary 
authority  and  for  the  excellence  of  its 
work,  but  at  the  same  time,  to  make  a 
stereotyped  arrangement  now,  without 
regard  to  the  necessities  of  the  adjoining 
area  of  Southwark,  would  be  impossible, 
without  an  amount  and  kind  of  local 
inquiry  which  this  Committee  can  hardly 
be  expected  to  engage  in.  If  we  are  to 
separate  Newington  from  the  rest  of  the 
area  it  must  be  done  after  local  inquiry 
and  in  consequence  of  local  inquiry.  If 
we  are  to  determine  here  and  now  what 
is  to  Ix)  the  division  of  the  area,  then  I 
cannot  consent  to  its  l>eing  subdivided 
into  three  fractions,  and  I  shall  ask  the 
Committee  to  divide  it  into  the  two  por- 
tions I  have  suggested  as  a  provisional 
arrangement.  In  dealing  with  the 
western  portion  of  the  old  constituency 
of  Tower  Hamlets  the  honourable  Gentle* 
man  spoke  of  the  decision  come  to  as  a 
provisional  one,  and  I  shall  have  to  repeat, 
with  almost  double  emphasis,  that  if  wo 
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come  to  a  provisional  decision  now,  it 
must  be  on  the  lines  I  have  indicated.  I 
am,  therefore,  forced  to  resist  the  Amend- 
ment of  my  honourable  friend. 

Mr.  lough  (Islington,  W.)  asked 
his  honourable  friend  to  accept  the  com- 
promise offered  by  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  and  which  was  suggested  by 
the  honourable  and  learned  Member  for 
Plymouth.  He  took  it  that  really  the 
suggestion  was  that  that  St.  Olave's 
Union  should  constitute  one  area  and 
St.  Saviour^s  the  other. 

Captain  NORTON  said  he  thought 
that  under  the  circumstances,  although 
he  was  naturally  bound  in  some  measure 
to  support  the  views  of  those  he  was 
there  to  represent,  he  had  better  accept 
the  suggestion  of  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasuiy,  which,  he  frankly  admitted, 
was  one  of  the  best  provisional  arrange- 
ments that  could  be  made.  He  took  it 
that  under  no  circumstances  would  the 
right  honourable  Gentleman  divide  the 
existing  area  of  West  South  wark,  and 
that  if  they  were  to  be  joined  to  another 
district  they  would  be  joined  to  West 
Southwark  as  a  whole.  West  South  wark 
was  divided  into  three  wards,  and  the 
one  nearest  to  West  Newington  was, 
perhaps,  the  poorest  ward  in  the  whole  of 
London,  namely,  the  parish  of  St.  George- 
the-Martyr.  It  was,  consequently, 
important  that  West  Newington,  if  joined 
to  West  Southwark,  should  be  joined  to 
that  parish  as  a  whole,  and  not  merely  to 
one  part  of  it. 

Mr.  CAUSTON  said  he  took  it  that 
the  suggestion  of  the  right  honourable 
Gentleman  was  to  take  the  Parliamen- 
tary divisions  of  Bermondsey  and  Rother- 
hithe,  and  that  he  cordially  approved  of. 


Inns,  and  practically  it  could  not  iiien-as* 
in  population.  It  would  be  somewhat 
extraordinary  to  make  a  borough  with  « 
population  of  66,000,  and  he  would  sug- 
gest the  fusion  of  Holborn  with  the  Ea.-t 
and  Central  divisions  of  Finsbuxy,  whiih 
had  a  population  of  considerably  o\.*i 
1 00, 000.  These  two  divisions  of  Fiiii?)  »nr  v 
were  poor  and  highly  ^rated,  and  their 
rich  neighbour,  Holborn,  really  formed  h. 
portion  of  the  old  Parliamentary  boroutjL 
If  they  accepted  this  suggestion  thi-r 
would  be  merely  doing  what  woidd  ha\  r 
been  done  if  West  Southwark  had  Ixvn 
made  a  borough.  It  was  a  place  of  fit 
dining  population  and  increasing  value, 
and  he  did  suggest  that  it  would  Ik?  m<>st 
unfair  to  leave  these  two  divisions  of 
Finsbury  to  form  a  borough  by  them 
selves. 

Sir  EDWARD  CLARKE  said  }ii> 
honourable  and  learned  friend  w«us  nii^ 
taken  in  saying  that  the  population  of 
Holborn  was  diminishing.  The  charactiT 
of  the  buildings  that  were  now  arising  iii 
Holborn  to  house  people  would  prolwhly 
materially  increase  the  number  of  tb»' 
population.  Strong  representations  had 
been  made  to  his  right  honourable  friein' 
by  Members  on  both  sides  of  the  Hou>o 
connected  with  this  division,  and  tht- 
Government  considered — he  hoped  the 
Committee  would  think  rightly — that 
this  Holborn  division  would  be  capable  of 
making  an  excellent  municipality.  St. 
Luke's  would  be  associated  with  Clerk  of] 
well.  There  were  no  local  jealousies  that 
he  was  aware  of  that  would  prevent  that 
union,  which  would  be  a  natural  soluti<ni 
of  the  difficulty  which  arose  in  this  cast". 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  insert,    **  tlu 
area   of  the   Parliamentarv   divisions  ot 


Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn.  ^^st  and  Central  Finsbury." 


Other  Amendments  made. 


Amendment  agreed  to. 


Amendment  proposed—  i      Further  amendment  proposed,  to  instMi. 

w  Af*^      *i  11*-       4,   \  i.     '       .  I  "  The  areas  of  the  Parliamentarv  borout'h^ 

•'After   the  wortis  last  insertea  to   insert  i    r   t>  .u     i  rt  oi.        i-^  i_  "^  t^       !^^  . 

*the  area  of  the  Parliamentary  division    of  i  ^i   i^ethnal  Cxreen,  bhoreditch,  Deptfonl. 

Holborn.'"— (77ic  Solicitar-Gvnera/.)  Greenwich,  Le^visham,  and  Woolwich." 

Mr.  RICHARDS  (Finsbury,  E.)  said       Amendment  agreed, 
he  rose  to  oppose  this  Amendment.     The 

Pariiamenury  division  of  Holboni  repre-  i  Mr.  ROBERT  WALLACE  (Perth)  .s:iia 
sented  a  population  of  66,000  persons  and  I  he  had  to  move  the  omission  of  the  won  I 
a  large  aggregation  of  learned  Members'  |  "  Wandsworth  "  from  the  schedule.     He 
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need  not  say  that  he  did  not  propose  this  ;  proposed.  His  proposition  really  was  to 
with  the  idea  of  depriving  Wandsworth  i  omit  the  word  ^^  andsworth  in  onler 
of  municipal  institutions,  but  he  did  it  for  '  afterwards  to  insert  other  wonls.  He 
the  purpose  of  movingan  Amendment  sub- .  apprehended  that  at  the  present  time  he 
sequently  which  would  practically  mean  that  I  would  be  out  of  order  in  moving  the 
Wandsworth  should  be  divided  into  two  j  division  of  the  districts  into  two  parts. 
areas.     In  moving  the  Amendment  he  was 

carrying  out  the  wishes  of  the  districts        ♦The  CHAIRMAN  :    Perhaps  at  the 
concerned,  as  both  the  parishes  of  Wands-    present  time  it  will  be  sufficient  to  omit 
worth    propr    and    of    Streatham    had    the  worrls  "and  Wandsworth." 
passed  resolutions  practically  unanimously 

in  favour  of  the  division.  His  Amend-  Mr.  ROBERT  WALLACE  (Perth) 
ment  had  relation  to  what  was  called  the  !  agreed.  He  statwl  his  desire  was  to  make 
Wandsworth  district,  and  not  to  the  ;  Wandsworth  and  Putney  one  division,  and 
parish  as  such.  The  Wandsworth  district  i  Streatham,  Tooting,  and  Clapham  another, 
consisted  of  a  union  of  parishes  which  had 

no  interests  in  common,  and  it  extended        Amendment  proposed — 
from  Putney  Bridge  on  the  one  side  to       « in  ^y^„e  15,  line  12  of  the  Schetlule.  to 
Heme  Hill  on  the  other.     It  was  double    leiiveoutthewonlH 'nna Wandsworth. '"—(^^•. 
the  area  of  any  proposed  borough,  and  it '  Robert  Wallarv. ) 
was  divided  into  two  almost  equal  portions 

by  the  commons  of  Streatham  and  Wands-        Question  proposed— 
worth.      His  idea  in  moving  the  omission        "  That  the  wonls  'ami  Wandsworth'  stand 
now  was  that  he  proposed  to  move  here-    I**"'*'  **f  *'h®  Schedule." 
after  that  it  shoiild  be  formed  into  two 

separate  borpughs.  The  population  of  Mr.  KIMBER  (Wandsworth)  was 
Wandsworth  district  was  300,000,  of  struck  by  the  fact  that  this  particular 
which  100,000  was  in  the  half  known  as  Amendment  should  be  moved  by  an 
Streatham  and  the  adjacent  neighbour- .  honourable  Member  who  represented  a 
hood,  and  100,000  was  in  Streatham  constituency  North  of  the  Tweed.  That 
parish.  He  pointed  out  that  within  15  gentleman,  however,  was  a  most  noble 
years  the  population  had  more  than  opponent  at  an  election  for  Wandsworth 
doubled,  and  at  the  present  time  was  in-  fifteen  years  previously.  He  accepted 
creasing  in  the  same  ratio.  This  increase  cordially  his  co-operation  in  this  matter, 
was  not  confined  to  one  portion,  but  to  The  Wandsworth  described  in  the  Bill 
both  halves.  There  was  still  a  large  was  certainly  not  the  one  which  he  de- 
building  area  which  was  being  gradually  sired  to  reconstnict.  It  was  not  the 
covered,  and  in  a  few  years,  in  his  opinion,  |  Parliamentary  constituency  which  he  him- 
these  two  boroughs,  if  the  Amendment ,  self  represented.  It  included  that  and 
which  he  proposed  to  move  was  carried,  Clapham,  Balham,  Streatham,  and  other 
would  be  among  the  largest  boroughs  of  ;  places.  It  was  scheduled  in  the  shape  in 
London.  The  rateable  value  of  the  '  which  it  was  because  it  was  put  under 
Wandsworth  district  was  £1,400,000,  of  the  local  government  of  the  local  Board 
which  £580,000  was  contributed  by  of  Works  of  Wandsworth,  and  under  that 
Wandsworth  parish,  whilst  the  Streatham  1  Boanl  it  had  been  well  governed  ;  Imt 
half  represented  £800,000.  The  rateable  '  the  government  under  that  Board  and 
value  also  within  the  last  13  years  had  under  this  Bill  diifered  in  one  important 
doubled.  The  District  Board  of  Works  respect ,  and  though  everybody  agreed 
governed  the  whole  of  Wandsworth  at  that  under  the  old  scheme  it  was  well 
the  present  time,  but  it  hatl  been  found  governed,  it  was  not  known  whether 
exceedingly  difficult  to  do  it  by  one  there  was  a  preponderance  of  opinion  in 
board,  and  the  result  had  been  that  the  '  favour  of  the  new  r^tjime.  The  parishes 
Streatham  members  and  the  Wandsworth  under  the  old  regime  made  and  bore  their 
members  had  been  turned  into  sepanite  own  rates,  because,  as  it  had  been  pointed 
committees  for  the  purpose  of  governing  out,  men  in  the  different  parishes  were 
each  part  of  the  district.  Both  parts  of  '  formed  into  different  wmmittees  for  each 
the  district  earnestly  desired  the  change  parish,  and  each  parish  bore  its  own 
which  he  suggested,  but  the  difficulty  he  burden.  Under  the  new  era  the  general 
felt  was  that  the  Wandsworth  in  the  burden  of  the  rates  was  spread  over  the 
Bill   was   not  the  Wandsworth   that  he  '  whole,  and  it  was  for  that  reason  that 
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many  who  were  content  with  the  present 
state  of  things  were  not  content  to  adopt 
the  new.  The  honourable  Member  him- 
self felt  that  he  was  in  an  unfortunate 
position,  because  his  own  constituents 
were  divided  upon  the  question,  and  he 
had  been  unable  to  ascertain  on  which 
side  the  preponderance  of  opinion  lay. 
He  had  sought  highly  respected  opinions 
on  both  sides,  with  no  satisfactory  result. 
It  was  under  these  circumstances  that 
he  had  brought  certain  representative 
gentlemen  to  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  to  discuss  the  subject.  It  was 
only  fair  that  both  opinions  should  be 
heard,  and  the  suggestion  which  he  made 
to  the  right  honourable  Gentleman  was 
that  this  matter  should  be  referred  to  the 
Boundary  Commissioners,  who  had,  after 
having  held  a  local  enquiry,  detennined 
whether  it  sliould  be  divided  into  two  or 
not. 

Mr.  THORNTON  (Clapham)  opposed 
the  Amendment.  Clapham  was  against 
any  division  at  all.  It  would  not  accept 
any  compromise.  It  had  been  stated  in 
the  course  of  the  Debate  that  there  had 
never  been  any  homogeneity  between  the 
parishes  which  compose  the  Wandsworth 
district ;  but  his  information  was  diame- 
trically opposite  to  any  such  suggestion. 
With  regard  to  area,  there  was  a  very 
much  larger  area  in  this  municipality 
than  any  other  of  the  proposed  areas ;  but 
a  great  deal  of  that  consisted  of  commons 
which  could  never  be  built  upon.  Clap- 
ham, which  had  a  population  of  fifty  thou- 
sand, and  a  rateable  value  of  £300,000, 
was  absolutely  against  separation. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  My  two 
honourable  friends  have  an  unequal  fate  ; 
because,  while  one  of  them  who  has  just 
sat  down  thinks  he  represents  the  whole 
constituency,  the  one  who  immediately 
preceded  him  represented  that  he  had  the 
difficult  task  of  representing  the  diametii- 
cally  opposite  side  of  the  same  problem. 
I  do  not  think,  unless  I  have  reason  to 
believe  that  local  opinion  is  very  nuich 
more  against  it  than  it  appears  to  be  at 
present,  that  I  should  take  the  responsi- 
bility of  excluding  Wandsworth  from  the 
schedule.  We  have  to-night  added  to 
the  schedule  of  the  Bill  several  areas 
closely  approaching  the  area  of  Wands- 
worth, and  under  the  circumstances  I 
think  we  ought  to  retain  that  in  the 
schedule. 

Mr.  KiTnber. 


Mr.  KIMBER  said  he  did  not  concur 
with  what  had  been  said,  and  suggested 
that  perhaps  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury would  say  a  few  words  on  his  sug- 
gestion that  it  might  be  left,  keeping  the 
word  in  the  schedule,  to  the  decision  of 
the  Commissioners. 


Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  My  honourable 

friend  will  see  that  there  is  no  reason  to 

put  in  any  particulars  if  Wandsworth  is 

out   of  the  schedule.     That  is  the  only 

question  which  the  Commissioners  would 

have   to   deal   with  ;  therefore  I   see  no 

!  difference  between  leaving  Wandsworth  out 

of  the  schedule,  and  the  alternative  policy  of 

I  retaining  it  in  the  schedule  and  leaving  it 

'  to  the  Commissioners  to  deal  M-ith.     If  it 

I  is  sliown  that  there  is  a  preponderating 

:  body  of  feeling  in  favour  of  leaving  the 

■  matter  to  the  Conmiissionere,  that  matter 

shall  be  considered. 

I  Mr.  ROBERT  WALLACE  (Perth) 
said  that  had  the  matter  been. left  in  such 
a  way  that  it  could  be  dealt  with  by  the 
Commissioners  he  would  have  Avithdrawn 
his  Amendment ;  but  as  he  did  not  feel 
that  he  was  in  that  position  he  should 
have  to  press  it  to  a  Di^^sion. 

*Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  said  that  Wands- 
worth was  not  a  district  that  was  entitled 
to  much  respect.  It  did  not  appear  to 
know  its  own  mind,  and  if  anything 
happened  to  it  it  was  that  it  should  be 
disfranchised  for  not  knowing  its  mind. 
He  pointed  out  that  it  was  the  largest 
area  in  the  schedule,  and  in  spit«  of  the 
1,200  acres  which  had  to  be  deducted 
for  commons  and  open  spaces  there  was 
still  a  large  amount  of  land  which  would 
be  developed  and  built  upon.  In  a  year 
or  two  the  population  would  be  at  least 
half  a  million,  and  that  was  too  large  a 
number  for  any  area  under  the  Bill.  He 
thought  Balham  and  Tooting  would  make 
one  good  municipal  area,  and  that  if 
WancYsworth  was  divided  into  two  parts 
municipal  administration  would  be  greatly 
improved. 


Question  put. 


The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes,  118; 
Noes  5S. — (Division  List,  No.  158.) 
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Archdale,  Edward  Mervyn 
Atkinson,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Ba0ot,  Capt.  JoscelineFitzRoy 
BaOey,  James  (Walworth) 
Balfour,Rt.  Hon.  A.  J.(Manch'r 
Balfour,RtHnGerald  W.  (Leeds 
Banbury,  Frederick  George 
Barry,  Sir  Francis  T.  (Windsor 
Barton,  Dunbar  Plunket 
Beach,Rt.Hn.SirM.H.(Bri8tol) 
Bentinck,  Lord  Henry  C. 
Bethell,  Commander 
Bhownaggree,  Sir  M.  M. 
Brodrick,  Rt.  Hon.  St.  John 
Bullard,  Sir  Harry 
Buidett-Coutts,  W. 
Cecil,  Lord  Hugh  (Greenwich) 
T'haloner,  Captain  R.  G.  W. 
(Chamberlain,  Rt.  Hn.  J.  (Birm. 
Chamberlain,  J.  Austen(  Wore. 
Cliaplin,  Rt.  Hon.  Henry 
Charrington,  Spencer 
Chelsea,  Viscount 
( 'lare,  Octavius  Leigh 
Cohen,  Benjamin  Louis 
Cook,  Fred.  Lucas  (Lambeth) 
Cox,  Irwin  £dw.  B.  (Harrow) 
Dalkeith,  Earl  of 
Denny,  Colonel 
Dickson- Poynder,  Sir  John  P. 
Disraeli,  Coningsby  Ralph 
Dorington,  Sir  John  Edward 
Doughty,  Georee 
Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Doxford,  William  Theodore 
Finch,  George  H. 
Finlay,  Sir  Robert  Bannatyne 
Firbank,  JoHeph  ThomaH 
Fisher,  William  Hayes 
FitzGerald,Sir  Robert  Penrose- 
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Fletcher,  Sir  Henry 
Forster,  Henry  Wuliam 
Foster,  Colonel  (Lancaster) 
Gibbs,Hn.  AG.  H.  (City  of  Lond 
GUes,Charles  Tyrrell 
Gilliat,  John  Saunders 
Godson,SirAu^u8tusFrederick 
Goldsworthy,  Major-General 
Gordon,  Hon.  John  Edward 
Gorst,Rt  Hon.  Sir  John  Eldon 
Green,  Walford  D.  ( Weds'buiy 
Gull,  Sir  Cameron 
Hamilton,Rt.Hn.Lord  George 
Helder,  Augustus 
Holland,  Hon.  Lionel  R.  (Bow 
Hubbard,  Hod.  Evelyn 
Hughes,  Colonel  Edwin 
Johnston,  William  (Belfast) 
Jolliffe,  Hon.  H.  George 
Keswick,  William 
Laurie,  Lieut-General 
Lawson,  John  Grant  ( Yorks. ) 
Leigh- Bennett,  Henry  Currie 
Llewelyn,  SirDillwvn-  (Swans. 
Lome,  Marquess  of 
Lowles,  John 
Lucas-Shadwell,  William 
Macdona,  John  Cumming 
M*Calmont,  H.  L.  B.  (Camlis.) 
Manners,  Lord  Edw.  Wm.  J. 
Middlemore,JohnThrogmort'n 
Milward,  Colonel  Victor 
Monk,  Charles  James 
Moore,  William  (Antrim,  N.) 
More,Robt.Ja8per(Shrop6hire) 
Morrell,  Geoi^  Herbert 
Morton,  A.  IT  A.  (Deptford) 
Mount,  William  George 
Murray ,Rt  HnAGraham(Bute 
Nicholson,  William  Graham 


Nicol,  Donald  Ninian 
Pea8e,Herbert  Pike  (Darlingtn 
Penn,  John 
Pierpoint,  Robert 
Pollock,  Harry  Frederick 
Rasch,  Major  Frederic  Came 
Rentoul,  James  Alexander 
Richards,  Henry  Charles 
Richardson,  SirT.  (Hartlepool 
Ritchie,  Rt.  Hoir.  C.  Thomson 
Robertson,  Herbert  (Hackney) 
Robinson,  Brooke 
Russell,  T.  W.  (Tyrone) 
Ryder,  John  Herliert  Dudley 
Scoble,  Sir  Andrew  Richard 
Seton-Karr,  Henry 
Sharpe,  William  Edwanl  T. 
Skewes-Cox,  Thomas 
Smith,  Hon.  W.  F.  D.  (Strand) 
Stanley,  Hn.  Arthur(Omiskirk 
Stanley,  Lord  (Lanes. ) 
Stephens,  Henry  Cliarles 
Stirling- Maxwell,  Sir  John  M. 
Strauss,  Arthur 
Strutt,  Hon.  Charles  Hedley 
Sturt,  Hon.  Humphry  Napier 
Talbot,  Lord  E.  (Chichester) 
Thornton,  Percy  M. 
ToUemache,  Henry  James 
Webster.SirR.  E,(  Isleof  Wight ) 
Wentworth,  Bruce  C.  Vemon- 
W  hiteley  ,H.  ( Ashton-under- L. 
Whitmore,  Charles  Algernon 
Williams,  Jos.  Powell-  (Birm. ) 
Willox,  Sir  John  Archibald 
Wodehouse,  Rt.Hn.E.R.(Bath 
Wyndham,  George 

TELLER.S     FOR    THE     AYES— 

Sir  William  Walrond  and 
Mr.  Anstruther. 


Abraham,  William  (Rhondda) 

Allen,Wm.(Newc. under  Lyme 

Bay  ley,  Thomas  (Derbyshire) 

Bolton,  Thomas  Dolling 

Broadhun»t,  Henry 

Burt,  Thomas 

Buxton,  Sydney  Charles 

(/aid well,  James 

('auston,  Richard  Knight 

Clianning,  Francis  Allston 

Clark,  Dr.  G.  B.  (Caithness-sh. 

C'Olville,  John 

Dalbiac,  Colonel  Philip  Hugh 

Dillon,  John 

Donelan,  Captain  A. 

Doogan,  P.  C 

Glaostone,  Rt.Hn.  Herbert  Jn. 

Goddard,  Daniel  Ford 

G  onrley  ,Sir  EaI  wardTem{)erley 

(rrey,  Sir  Edward  (Berwick) 

(;riffith,  Ellis  J. 


NOES. 

Gurdon,  Sir  William  Brampton 
Hedderwick,  Thomas  Chas.  H. 
Hemphill,  Rt.  Hon.  Chas.  H. 
Holden,  Sir  An^n 
Homiman,  Frederick  John 
Humphreys-Owen,  Arthur  C. 
Jones,  Wm.  (Carnarvonshire) 
Lawson,SirWilf  rid(Cumb'  land 
Lough,  Thomas 
Macaleese,  Daniel 
M* Arthur,  William  (Comwall) 
Moulton,  John  Fletcher 
Norton,  Capt.  Cecil  William 
Pickersgill,  Edward  Hare 
Pirie,  Duncan  V. 
Rickett,  J.  Compton 
Roberts,  John  Bryn  (Eifion) 
Robson,  William  Snowdon 
Seely,  Charles  Hilton 
Shaw,  Charles  Edw.  (Stafford) 
Sinclair,  Capt.  John  (Forfarsh. 


Stcadman,  William  Charles 
Stevenson,  Francis  S. 
Stuart,  James  (Shoreditch) 
Sullivan,  Donal  (Westmeath) 
Thomas,  David  Alf.  (Merthyr) 
Trevelyan,  Charles  Philips 
Walton,  Jn.  Lawson  (Le^,S. 
Walton,  Joseph  (Bamsley) 
Warner,  Thomas  Courtenay  T. 
Wedderbum,  Sir  W^illiaui 
Whittaker,  Thomas  Palmer 
Williams,  John  Carvell  (Notts) 
Wilson.  Frederick W.  (Norfolk 
WUson,  Henry  J.  (York,W.  R. 
Wilson,  John  (Govan) 
Woodhouse,SirJT(Hudder8fd 

Tellers  for  the  Noes— 
Mr.  Robert  Wallwre  (Perth) 
and  Mr.  John  Bums. 


Mr.  lawson  WALTON  (Leeds, 
S.)  said  the  object  of  the  Amendment 
he  rose  to  move  was  to  divide  the  proposed 
new  borough  of  Greater  Westminster  into 
two  boroughs.  He  contended  that  the  new 
:irea  proposed  for  municipal  government  [ 


by  the  Bill — consisting  of  the  parishes  of 
St.  Margaret  and  St.  John,  Westminster, 
the  parish  of  St.  George,  Hanover  Square, 
the  parish  of  St.  James,  Westminster,  the 
parish  of  St.  Martin-in-t he-Fields,  and  the 
district  of  the  Strand   Board  of  Works-  - 
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included  parishes  which   could  not  his- 
torically be  shown  to  have  ever  fonned 
part  certainly  of  the  ecclesiastical  City  of 
Westminster.     With  one   exception  the 
constituent  parts  concerned  had  expressed 
an  opinion  against  the   scheme.     It  was 
difficult  to  find  any  argument   in  favour 
of  the   proposal,    whilst   the  arguments 
against  it  were  manifold.     The  parish  of 
St.  George,  Hanover  Square,  the  Strand 
Board  of  Works,  and  the  parishes  of  St. 
James  and  St.  Martin's-in-the-Fields,  had 
all  expressed  their  opinion  against   the 
proposal,   and  the   only  one  of  the  con- 
stituent parties  which  supported  this  very 
large    scheme    was    the    parish    of    St. 
Margaret  and  St.  John,  who,  until  this 
schedule  was  framed,  were  in  favour  of  a 
very  much  more  modest  scheme.     There 
had  not  been  merely  an  official  opposition 
to  the  proposal,  but  the  opposition  had 
been    declared     in     resolutions     carried 
almost    unanimously  at    various    public 
meetings.     The  proposed  area  was  too 
large  to  constitute  a  unit  of  local  govern- 
ment, and   he  would  impress  upon   the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  the  fact  that 
he  was  proposing  to  group  areas  which 
did  not  wish  to  be  grouped.     This  fact 
must  have  great  weight  in  estimating  the 
probable    success   of   the   scheme.      The 
proposal  was   too  large,    both   from   the 
point  of  ^new  of  area  and  the  point  of 
view   of    rateable    value.     The  rateable 
value    of     the     area    was     said    to    be 
£5,000,000  sterling,  or  twice  that  of  the 
City  of  London,  and  much  larger  than 
that     of     any    other     municipal     area. 
Similarly  with  regard  to  size,  some  degree 
of    supervision    on     the    part     of    the 
governing  body  was  desirable,   and  no 
adequate  degree  of  local  knowledge  could 
be  acquired  by  the  members  of  that  body. 
These  were  practical  arguments  against 
the  proposal,   and   he  submitted  to  the 
Committee    that  they  were    arguments 
which    had    very    considerable    weight. 
Moreover,  if  this  Greater  Westminster 
was  set  up  side  by  side  with  the  City  of 
London  it  would  tend   very  greatly  to 
disturb,  if  he  might  use   the  expression, 
the  centre  of  gravity  of  London.     That 
state  of  things  would  lead  to  a  great 
competition    in    hospitality,    and   would 
involve  very  considerable   incidental   ex- 
travagance and  waste  of  the  resources  of 
London   in   such  directions,  which  would 
be  more  husbanded  if  dispensed  under  one 
authority.     He  suggested  in  his  amend- 
ment that  the  area  should  be  divided  into 

Mr,  LoADSKm  fFaUaik 


two,  and  he  had  taken  a  line  which, 
geographically,  cut  the  area  almost  into 
equal  portions. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  15,  line 

"  To  leave  out  from  the  words  '  area  of  the,' 
to  the  end  of  the  Schedule,  and  insert  the 
words  *  parishes  of  St.  Margaret  and  St.  John, 
Westminster,  and  the  parish  of  St.  George, 
Hanover  Square.  Tlie  area  of  the  parish  of 
St.  James,  Westminster,  the  parisn  of  St. 
Martin-in-the-Fields,  and  the  district  of  the 
Strand  Board  of  Works.  "^3fr.  Lamon 
Walton.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Schedule." 

Mr.  BURDETT-COUTTS  (Westmin- 
ster)  said  he  had  made  a  great  demand  upon 
the  time  of  the  House  on  a  former  occa- 
sion, and  he  did  not  intend  to  repeat  that 
demand  now.  The  honourable  member 
who  had  just  sat  down  referred  to  the 
local  feeling  and  opposition  to  this  pro- 
posal in  parts  of  Greater  Westminster. 
Upon  that  point  he  should  like  to  say 
that  the  Vestry  of  Westminster  passed  a 
resolution  in  favour  of  this  Bill  almost 
unanimously,  and  a  similar  resolution  was 
lost  by  the  narrowest  majority  in  St. 
George's,  Hanover  Square.  The  Bill  was 
opposed  in  a  third  area  by  the  Strand 
Board  of  Works.  As  to  popular  feeling, 
there  had  been  no  expression  of  it  in  St. 
George's,  Hanover  Square,  against  this 
proposal.  There  had  been  attempts  in  the 
Strand  District  to  excite  popular  feeling 
against  the  proposal  in  the  Bill,  but  the 
utmost  proportions  that  those  efforts 
attained  were  a  meeting  in  St.  Martin's 
Town  Hall,  at  which  there  were  130  per- 
sons present,  and  that  was  the  sum  total 
of  the  popular  opposition  of  the  Strand 
District  to  this  Bill.  With  regard  to 
Westminster,  the  only  popular  expression 
of  opinion  was  at  a  meeting  at  which 
1,500  persons  were  present,  and  they 
passed  a  resolution  unanimously  in  favour 
of  this  measure.  The  next  objection 
raised  by  the  honourable  Member  was 
that  it  was  too  large  an  area.  He  could 
only  say  that  he  was  very  much  surprised 
to  hear  the  honourable  Member  adduce 
that  argument,  because  there  were  at 
least  seven  areas  to  be  incorporated 
in  London  which  had  a  very  much 
larger  area  than  that  of  Greater 
Westminster.       With     regard     to     the 
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Ix>puIation  of  Greater  Westminster,  it 
would  stand  fifth  on  the  scheduled  areas, 
and  it  was  only  with  regard  to  ra^^eable 
value  that  Westminster  was  very  much 
ahead  of  the  other  municipalities,  and  he  did 
not  think  that  a  mere  matter  of  rateable 
value  should  l)e  allowed  to  interfere  with 
a  proposal  which  had  so  many  practical 
reasons  to  support  it.  With  regard  to 
the  specific  proposal  of  the  honourable 
Member  in  his  Amendment,  it  proposed 
to  divide  Greater  Westminster  into  two 
portions,  and  he  had  appealed  to  local  feel- 
ing. The  provision  which  he  proposed  was 
opposed  in  Westminster  and  in  St. 
George's,  Hanover  Square,  which  were 
two  of  the  principal  districts  involved. 
Therefore  he  did  not  S3e  how  it  could  be 
argued  that  local  feeling  was  in  favour  of 
this  proposal.  What  would  be  the  result 
of  the  Amendment  ?  It  would  produce 
two  areas  where  the  rateable  value  would 
be  in  the  one  case  £2,800,000  and  in  the 
other  £2,000,000.  In  one  case  the  area 
would  be  1,930  acres,  and  in  the  other  615 
acres  only.  In  the  first  case  the  population 
would  be  133,000  and  in  the  other  59,000. 
Therefore  there  did  not  seem  to  be  any 
reason,  on  the  ground  of  attempting  to 
obtain  uniformity,  for  the  adoption  of  the 
proposal  contained  in  the  Amendment. 
He  tnisted  that  the  Government  would 
not  be  shaken  from  their  resolve  to  recon- 
stitute, for  the  purposes  of  this  Act — 
which  was  to  bring  a  new  era  of  local 
government  into  London — an  area  the 
Ixjundaries  of  which  were  deeply  marked 
in  history  and  familiar  to  the  whole 
country  and  to  the  population  of  Greater 
Westminster. 

Mr,  SYDNEY  BUXTON  said  that  no 
adequate  reason  had  been  given  by  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  or  by  the 
Solicitor-General  for  dealing  with  West- 
minster in  a  totally  different  way  to  the 
other  l)oroughs  to  be  created  under  the 
Act.  There  did  not  appear  to  be  any 
adequate  reason  at  all  except  the  histori- 
cal one  which,  he  thought,  in  these 
matters,  ought  not  to  come  in  at  all.  As  a 
parochial  borough  Westminster  never  had 
any  history,  and  he  did  not  (|uite  see 
why  it  should  be  treated  in  this  way,  for 
the  only  historic  part  was  its  Parlia- 
mentary part.  This  borough  was  going 
to  have  only  the  authority  and  power  of 
the  other  municipal  boroughs,  and  if 
W^estminster  was  content  with  the  same 
authority    and     powers     as     the    other 


boroughs  in  proportion  to  rateable  value, 
then  the  City  of  London  ought  to  be  con- 
tent with  the  same  area  and  the  same 
powers.  He  thought  it  was  a  little  dis- 
coiuteous  that  no  reply  had  been  given  to 
the  arguments  used. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  can  assure 
the  honourable  Gentleman  that  I  do  not 
mean  any  discourtesy  to  this  Amend- 
ment, but  I  notice  that  even  the  mover 
of  it  has  not  remained  in  his  place.  It  is 
hardly  necessary  for  me  to  use  again  the 
arguments  which  I  used  before.  The  area 
we  propose  at  the  end  is  not  excessive  in 
point  of  size,  being  less  than  a  good  many 
of  the  areas  we  have  already  created.  If 
it  be  tnie,  as  it  certainly  is,  that  the  rate- 
able value  is  very  much  greater,  I  do  not 
see  that  that  is  any  objection.  There 
might  be  a  great  objection  to  any  scheme 
which  took  away  from  the  poor  areas 
already  created  some  rich  districts,  but 
there  is  no  prolwibility  of  that  kind  before 
us,  and  we  have  no  alt^native  of  that 
description  to  discuss,  because  in  the  view 
of  the  honourable  Member  who  has  left 
the  House  this  area  should  not,  in  any 
case,  be  added  to  other  areas,  but  it 
should  be  merely  bisected,  and  then  we 
should  have  two  areas  instead  of  one.  I  can- 
not see  that  that  is  a  material  considera- 
tion, and  if  not,  the  honourable  Gentle- 
man, I  am  sure,  will  recognise  with  me 
that  I  am  only  consistent  in  doing  my 
best  in  this  case  in  endeavouring  to  make 
these  areas  in  the  new  London  as  large  as 
public  opinion  will  permit.  I  am  aware 
that  the  honourable  Member  for  South 
Leeds  said  that  the  public  opinion  of  West- 
minster was  against  the  new  arrangement, 
but  I  beg  leave  to  doubt  that  statement, 
and  I  think  there  will  be  few  munici- 
palities more  popular  than  the  Greater 
Westminster  which  we  propose  to 
create. 

Mr.  STUART  pointed  out  that  the 
Government  had  not  taken  this  step  in 
respect  of  any  other  portion  of  London. 
They  had  left  a  certain  area  in  White- 
chapcl  about  which  there  might  be  some 
doubt.  Of  this  particular  area  of  Greater 
Westminster  all  except  one  had  shown 
their  strong  desire  not  to  be  combined 
together,  and  yet  they  were  going  to  com- 
bine them.  He  had  not  heard  of  any 
proposal  to  make  such  a  combination 
from  the  districts  concerned,  and  he  did 
not  think  the  ideacvor  presented  itself  to 
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the  minds  of  those  interested  in  the  re- 
form of  London  Government.  This  pro- 
posal was  not  in  the  Bill  as  it  was 
originally  moulded  and  introduced  by  the 
Westminster  Conference.  It  was  never 
heard  of  until  it  was  expounded  by  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury.  He  did  not 
see  how  they  could  expect  to  have  a 
piece  of  good  local  government  under  such 


circimistances.  The  area  was  very  large 
and  complicated,and  he  thought  under  these 
circimistances  they  were  taking  a  step 
with  respect  to  this  portion  of  London 
which  they  were  not  proposing  to  take  in 
any  other  part  of  the  Metropolis. 

The  Committee  divided :— Ayes,  120; 
Noes,  49. — (Division  List,  No.  159.) 


Archdale,  Edward  Mervyn 
Amold-Forster,  Hugh  O. 
Atkioson,  Kt.  Hon.  John 
Bailey,  James  (Walworth) 
Balfour,Rt.Hn.A.J.(Manch'r. 
Balfour,KtHnGeraldW  (Leeds 
Banbury,  Frederick  George 
Barry,  Sir  Francis  T.  (Windsor 
Barton,  Dunbar  Plunket 
Beach.Rt.  Hn.  SirM.  H.  (Bristol 
Bentinck,  Lord  Henry  C. 
Bhownag^ee,  Sir  M.  M. 
Bigwood,  James 
Brodrick,  Kt.  Hon.  St.  John 
Billiard,  Sir  Harry 
Burdett-Coutts,  W. 
Cecil,  Lord  Hugh  (Greenwich) 
Chaloner,  Captain  R.  G.  W. 
Chamberlain,  Rt.Hn.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,  J.  Austen(  Wo*  c. 
Chaplin,  Rt.  Hon.  Henry 
Charringron,  Spencer 
Chelsea,  Viscount 
Cox, Irwin  Edward  B.( Harrow 
Dalbiac,  Colonel  Philip  Hugh 
Dalkeith,  Earl  of 
Denny,  Colonel 
Dickson-Poynder,  Sir  John  P. 
DUke,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Charles 
Disraeli,  Coningsby  Ralph 
Dorington,  Sir  John  Edward 
Doughty,  Georce 
Douglas,  Rt.  lK>n.  A.  Akers- 
Fincn,  George  H. 
Finlay,  Sir  Robert  Bannatyne 
Firbank,  Joseph  Thonias 
Fisher,  William  Hayes 
FitzGerald,SirRobert  Penrose- 
Fletcher,  Sir  Henry 
Forster,  Henry  William 
Foster,  Colonel  (Lancaster) 


Abraham,  William  (Rhondda) 
Allen,Wm.(Newc.  under  Lyme 
Bayley,  Thomas  (Derbyshire) 
Bolton,  Thomas  Dolling 
Broiulhurst,  Henry 
Burns,  John 

Buxton,  Sydney  Charles 
Caldwell,  James 
Causton,  Richard  Knight 
Channing,  Francis  Allston 
Clark,  Dr.  G.  B.  (Caithness-sh. ) 
Colville,  John 
Dillon,  John 
Doogan,  P.  C. 
Dunn,  Sir  William 
Gladstone,  Rt.  Hn.  Herbert  J. 
Goddard,  Daniel  Ford 
Grey,  Sir  Edward  (Berwick) 


AYES. 

Gedge,  Sydney 
Gibbs,  Hn.A.G.H.  (City  Lond. 
Giles,  Charles  Tyrrell 
Gilliat,  John  Saunders 
Godson,  Sir  Augustus  Fredk. 
Golds  worthy,  Major-General 
Gordon,  Hon.  John  Edward 
Gorst,  Rt.  Hn.  Sir  John  Eldon 
Greene,  Walford  D.(  Wdnsbury 
Gull,  Sir  Cameron 
Hamilton,  Rt.Hn.Lord  George 
Helder,  Augustus 
Holland,  Hn.  Lionel  R.  (Bow) 
Hubbard,  Hon.  Evelyn 
Hughes,  Colonel  Edwin 
Johnston,  William  (Belfast) 
Jollifie,  Hon.  H.  (ieorge 
Kes>vick,  William 
Laurie,  Lieut. -General 
Lawson,  John  Grant  (Yorks) 
Leigh-Bennett,  Heniy  Currie 
Llewelyn  SirDillwyn-(Swans'a 
Loder,  Gerald  Walter  Erskine 
Lome,  Marquess  of 
Lowles,  John 
Loyd,  Archie  Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell,  William 
Lyttelton,  Hon.  Alfred 
Macdona,  John  Gumming 
M'Calmont,  H.  L.  B.  (Cambs.) 
Middlemore,  J.  Throgmorton 
Milward,  Colonel  Victor 
Monk,  Charles  James 
Moore,  William  (Antrim,  N.) 
More,  Robt.  Jasper  (Shropshire 
Morrell,  Geoi-ge  Herbert 
Morton,  A.  hT  A.  (Deptford) 
Mount,  William  George 
Murray,RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Nicholsonj  William  Graham 
Nicol,  Donald  Ninian 

NOES. 

Griffith,  Ellis  J. 
Gurdon,  Sir  William  Brampton 
Hayne,  Rt.  Hon.  Charles  Seiile- 
Heuderwick,ThomjvsCharlesH 
Homiman,  Frederick  John 
Humphreys-Owen,  Arthur  C. 
Jones,  William  (Camarx'onsh.) 
Lawson,  Sir  Wilfrid(CumL*ldnd 
Macaleese,  Daniel 
M 'Arthur,  William  (Cornwall) 
Moulton,  John  Fletcher 
Norton,  Capt.  Cecil  William 
Pickersgill,  Edward  Hare 
Rickett,  J.  Compton 
Roberts,  John  Bryn  (Eifion) 
Robson,  William  Snowdon 
Sinclair,  Capt.  John  (Forfarsh. 
Stead  man,  \Villiani  Charles 


Pease,HerbertPike(Darlingt'n 
Penn,  John 
Pierpoint,  Robert 
Pollock,  Harry  Frederick 
Rasch,  Major  Frederick  Came 
Rentoul,  James  Alexander 
Richards,  Henry  Charles 
Richardson,Sirl'hos.  ( Hartlep'l 
Ritchie,Rt.Hn.  Chas.Thonison 
Robeitson,  Herl)ert  (Hackney) 
Robinson,  Brooke 
Ruasell,  T.  W.  (Tyrt.ne) 
Ryder,  John  Herl)ert  Dudley 
Scoble,  Sir  Andrew  Richard 
Seely,  Charles  Hilton 
Sharpe,  William  Edward  T. 
Skewes-Cox,  Thomas 
Smith,  Hn.  W.  F.  D.  (Strand) 
Stanley,Hn.  Arthur  (Omiskirk 
Stanley,  Lord  (Lanes.) 
Ste])hens,  Henry  CliArles 
Stirling-Maxwell,  Sir  John  M. 
Strauss,  Arthur 
Strutt,  Hon.  Charles  Hedlej 
Sturt,  Hon.  Humphrey  Napier 
Talbot,  Loitl  E.  (Chichester) 
Thornton,  Percy  M. 
Tollemache,  Henry  James 
Web8ter,SirR.E.(l8leofWight) 
Wentworth,  Bruce  C.  Vernon- 
Whiteley,H.  ( Ashton-under-L. 
Whitmore,  Charles  Algernon 
Williams,  Colonel  R.  (Dorset) 
Williams,  Joseph  Powell-(Birni 
Willox,  Sir  John  Archiliald 
Wodehouse,  Rt.  Hn.  E.  R.  (Bath 
Wyndham,  George 
Young,  Commanaer(Berks,E.) 
Tellers   for   the    Ayes— 

Sir  William  Walrond  and 

Mr.  Anstruther. 


Stevenson,  Francis  S. 
Sullivan,  Donal  (Westmeath) 
Thoma.s,David  Alf  red(  Merthyr 
Trevelyan,  Charles  Pliilips 
Wallace,  Robert  (Perth) 
Walton,  Joseph  (Barnsley) 
Warner,  Thomas  Conrtenay  T. 
Wetlderburn,  Sir  William 
Whittaker,  Thomas  Palmer 
Williams,  John  Car\'ell(Notts) 
Wil8on,FrederickW\(Norfolk) 
Wilson,  John  (Govan) 
Woodhou8e,Sir  J  T(HuddeP8f  d 

Tellers  for  the  Noes— 
Mr.  Lough  and  Mr.  James 
Stuart. 


Mr,  Stuart 
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Schedule,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Schedule  2  :— 

Captain  NORTON  explained  that  the 
Amendment  he  now  proposed  to  move 
was  intended  to  prevent  the  transference 
to  the  new  boroughs  of  the  powers  at 
present  possessed  by  the  London  County 
Council  with  regard  to  wooden  structures 
under  the  Building  Act  of  1894.  The 
proposal  referred  not  only  to  ordinary 
wooden  structures,  but  also  to  stands  such 
as  those  that  were  put  up  at  the  time  of 
the  Jubilee,  and  these  were  buildings  that 
required  a  considerable  knowledge  on  the 
part  of  the  official  superintendmg  their 
erection  in  order  that  they  should  be 
made  safe.  Under  the  present  law,  if  an 
accident  occurred  the  District  Surveyor 
would  be  held  liable  by  the  Coroner's 
Jury,  but  if  the  powers  were  transferred 
to  the  new  boroughs  the  latter  would  be 
compelled  to  engage  a  number  of  officers 
to  Qo  this  work  at  great  expense,  or 
employ  comparatively  inexperienced  men, 
with  the  result  that  accidents  might 
happen.  There  was  no  definition  of 
either  a  building  or  a  structure,  and  there 
would  be  conflict  between  the  district 
surveyors  and  the  borough  council  con- 
stantly going  on.  By  the  proposal  in  this 
Bill  they  would  have  dual  authority,  and 
would  not  get  uniformity,  and  in  the 
poorer  districts  personal  influence  would 
no  doubt  be  brought  to  bear  through  the 
borough  councils  in  order  to  obtain  per- 
mission to  put  up  buildings. 

Amendment  proposed — 

**  In  page  16,  to  leave  out  linoB  6  to  11 " — 
(Captain  Norton,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  wonis 
proposed  to  be  omitted  stand  part  of  the 
Schedule." 

Sir  R.  B.  FINLAY  said  this  was  a 
matter  of  no  very  great  importance,  as  it 
related  to  the  licences  to  be  granted  for 
the  setting  up  of  wooden  structures.  It 
had  been  agreed  between  the  County 
Council  and  the  local  authorities  that  this 
transfer  should  take  place. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Caftain  SINCLAIR  (Forfar)  said  his 
next  Amendment  dealt  with  the  inspec- 
tion of  dairies  throughout  London,  and 


provided  that  the  bye-laws  and  regulations 
governing  them  should  be  made  by  the 
County  (5)unciL  Under  the  Public  Health 
Act  the  London  County  Council  appointed 
inspectors  and  they  had  the  power  to  visit 
dairies.  If  this  power  was  taken  away 
from  them,  as  the  schedule  proposed,  it 
was  impossible,  unless  the  Coimty  Council 
had  the  power  of  entry,  for  them  to 
ascertain  whether  the  local  authorities 
were  doing  their  duty  or  not. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  16, 
column  2,  line  20  : — 

"  Before  'subject'  insert  *  subject  to  bye-laws 
and  regulations  to  be  made  by  the  County 
Council,  and.'  '* 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Sir  R.  B.  FINLAY  said  that  if  the 
honourable  Member  would  look  at  the 
seventh  section  of  the  Bill,  Sub-section  4, 
he  would  see  that  it  was  provided  that  it 
should  be  the  duty  of  each  borough 
council  to  enforce  within  their  borough 
the  bye-laws  and  regulations  for  the  time 
being  in  force  with  respect  to  dairies  and 
milk.  Therefore  the  Amendment  was 
unnecessary. 

Captain  SINCLAIR  said  that  this 
was  not  the  point.  Under  Section  28  of 
the  Public  Health  (London)  Act,  1891, 
which  referred  to  the  registration  of 
dairies,  the  County  Council  had  the  right 
of  entry.  It  was  that  right  that  he 
wished  to  preserve  to  the  London  County 
Council,  because  without  that  power  they 
could  not  ascertain  whether  the  local 
authorities  had  done  their  duty  or  not. 

Sir  R.  B.  FLNLAY  said  he  did  not 
see  how  it  could  be  suggested  that  they 
should  a^in  provide  that  the  powers 
given  with  regard  to  the  registration  of 
dairies  should  oe  subject  to  these  bye-laws 
and  regulations,  but  he  would  consider 
before  the  Report  stage  whether  it  was 
necessary. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Sir    JOHN    DICKSON  -  POYNDER 

(Wilts,  Chippenham)  said  his  object  in 
moving  this  Amendment  was  to  delete 
from  the  schedule  the  transfer  of  the 
power  and  duty  of  executing  the  Acts 
renting  to  common  lodging-houses,  except 
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the  power  of  making  regulations  under 
Section  9  of  the  Common  Lodging-House 
Act,  1851,  subject  to  the  power  of  the 
County  Council  to  act  in  default  of  the 
borough  council. 

Amendment  proposed — 


iT    J' 


"  In  pace  16,  to  leave  oat  lineH  24  to  27. 
{Sir John  Vickson  Poynder. ) 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  This  is  an 
Amendment  I  am  prepared  to  accept. 
The  only  powers  to  be  transferred  are 
agreed  powers,  but  I  find  from  the 
conference  of  the  county  councils  and 
the  vestries  that,  though  they  agree  in 
general  terms,  they  are  not  prepared  at 
the  present  time  to  accept  this  transfer. 
They  require  some  further  modification 
in  the  law. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Captain  SINCLAIR  moved  to  omit 
lines  28  to  32,  on  page  17,  on  the  ground 
that  as  the  words  stood  there  would  be 
different  bye-laws  on  one  side  of  a  street 
to  those  in  force  on  the  other  side. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  pjige  17,  to  leave  out  lines  28  to  32." — 
( Captain  Sinclair. ) 

Question  proposed — "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
schedule." 

Sir  R.  B.  FINLAY  expressed  the  hope 
Sir  John  Dirkson-Poyrule)', 


that  the  honourable  Member  would  not 
press  his  Amendment.  It  was  desirable 
that  the  Borough  Councils  should  have 
power  to  make  bye-laws  with  reference  to 
matters  specified  in  that  portion  of  the 
schedule  to  which  the  Amendment 
referred. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Schedule,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Schedule  3,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported  ;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered upon  Monday  5th  June,  and  to 
be  printed.     [Bill  217.] 

FACTORIES  AND  WORKSHOPS  AMEND 
MENT  AND  CONSOLIDATION. 

Bill  to  amend  and  consolidate  the  law 
relating  to  factories  and  workshops 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Caldwell, 
Sir  Charles  Cameron,  Mr.  Pine,  Mr. 
Souttar,  and  Mr.  Colville. 


i  FACTORIES  AND  WORKSHOPS  AMEND 
I      MENT  AND  CONSOLIDATION  BILL. 

"To  amend  and  consolidate  the  law 
relating  to  factories  and  workshops," 
presented  accordingly,  and  read  the  first 
time  ;  to  be  read  a  second  time  upon 
Thursday  Ist  June,  and  to  be  printed. 
[Bill  218.] 

Adjoumetl  at  half  after  Twelve  of 
the  clock. 
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PRIVATE  BILLS  [Lords]. 

(No  Standing  Orders  not  previously  in- 
quired into  applicable.) 

Mr.  speaker  laid  upon  the  Table 
Report  from  one  of  the  Examiners  of 
Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  That,  in  the 
case  of  the  following  Bill,  originating  in 
the  Lords,  and  referred  on  the  First 
Reading  thereof,  no  Standing  Orders  not 
previously  inquired  into  are  applicable, 
viz. : 

WISHAW  WATER  BILL  [Lords]. 

Ordered,  That  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 

time. 

PRIVATE  BILLS  [Lonls]. 

(Standing  Orders  not  previously  in- 
quired into  complied  with.) 

Mr.  SPEAKER  laid  upon  the  Table 
Report  from  one  of  the  Examiners  of 
Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  That,  in  the 
case  of  the  following  Bill,  originating  in 
the  Lords,  and  referred  on  the  First 
Reading  thereof,  the  Standing  Orders  not 
previously  inquired  into,  and  which  are 
applicable  thereto,  have  been  complied 
with,  viz. : — 

DUNDEE    GAS,    TRAMWAYS,  AND  EX- 
TENSION BILL  [Lords] 

changed  to-^ 

DUNDEE     GAS,      STREET      IMPROVE- 
MENTS,  AND  TRAMWAYS  BILL  [Lords]. 

Ordered,  That  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time. 

PROVISIONAL  ORDER  BILLS. 

(Standing  Orders  applicable  thereto 
complied  with,) 

Mr.  SPEAKER  laid  upon  the  Table 
Report  from  one  of  the  Examiners  of 
I'etitions  for  Private  BilU,  That,  in  the 
Ciwe  of  the  following  Bill,  referrwl  on  the 
First  Reading  thereof,  the  Standing 
Orders  which  arQ  applicable  thereto  have 
l)een  complied  with,  viz. : — 

HOUSING  OF  THE  WORKING  CLASSES 
PROVISIONAL  ORDER  (BORROW- 
STOUNNESS)  BILL. 

Ordered,  That  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time  upon  Wednesday,  31st  May. 

VOL.  LXXI,        [Fourth  Series.] 


BURLEY-IN-WHARFEDALE  URBAN 
DISTRICT  WATER  BILL. 

Lords    Amendments    considered,    and 
agreed  to. 

NUNEATON    AND    CHILVERS    COTON 
URBAN     DISTRICT    COUNCIL    WATER 

BILL. 

Lords     Amendments   considered,    and 
agreed  to. 

LEITH    HARBOUR   AND    DOCKS    BILL 
(Queen'H  consent  nignifietl). 

Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

BELFAST  CORPORATION  BILL. 

As  amended,  considered  ;  to  be  read  the 
third  time. 

CAMBRIDGE  UNIVERSITY  AND  TOWN 
GAS  BILL  [Lords]. 

As  amended,  considered ;  to  be  read  the 
third  time. 

GLASTONBURY    WATER    BILL    [Lords]. 

As  amended,  considered  ;  to  be  read  the 
third  time. 

QUEEN'S  FERRY  BRIDGE  BILL  [Lords]. 

As  amended,  considered  ;  Amendments 
made ;  Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time. 

SOUTH  EASTERN  AND  LONDON,  CHAT- 
HAM.   AND    DOVER    RAILWAY    COM- 
PANIES (NEW  LINES)  BILL. 

As  amended,  considered  ;  to  be  read  the 
third  time. 

PRIVATE  BILLS. 

Ordered,  That  Standing  Orders  39, 129f 
and  230  be  suspended,  and  that  the  time 
for  depositing  Petitions  and  Memorials 
against  Private  Bills,  or  against  any  Bill 
to  confirm  any  Provisional  Order  or  Pro- 
visional Certificate,  and  for  depositing 
duplicates  of  any  documents  relating  to 
any  Bill  to  confirm  any  Provisional  Order 
or  Provisional  Certificate,  be  extended  to 
the  first  day  on  which  the  House  shall  sit 
after  the  recess. — {Tfw  Chiwiatm  of  fraya 
and  Means.) 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT    PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.   3)  BILL. 

Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

ELECTRIC     LIGHTING     PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.   2>  BILL. 

As  amended,  considered  ;  to  be  read  the 
third  time  upon  Wednesday,  3l8t  May. 

2  M 
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ELECTRIC     LIGHTING     PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  6)  BILL. 

As  amended,  considered ;  to  be  read  the 
third  time  upon  Wednesday,  31st  May. 

ELECTRIC     LIGHTING     PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.   6)  BILL. 

As  amended,  considered ;  to  be  read  the 
third  time  upon  Wednesday,  31st  May. 

ELECTRIC     LIGHTING     PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  8)  BILL. 

As  amended,  considered ;  to  be  read  the 
third  time  upon  Wednesday,  3l8t  May. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (IRELAND)  PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS  (HOUSING  OF 
WORKING  CLASSES)  (No.  2). 

Bill  to  confirm  certain  Provisional 
Orders  of  the  Local  Gk)vernment  Board 
for  Ireland  relating  to  Waterford  and 
Thurles,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Attorney-General  for  Ireland  and  Mr. 
Solicitor-Greneral  for  Ireland. 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT    PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.   14). 

Bill  to  confirm  certain  Provisional 
Orders  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
relating  to  Isle  of  Thanet  (Rural),  Rams- 
gate,  Reading,  and  Rhyl,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell  and 
Mr.  Chaplin. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (IRELAND)  PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS  (HOUSING  OF 
WORKING  CLASSES)  (No.  2)  BILL. 

"  To  confirm  certain  Provisional  Orders 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  for  Ire- 
land relating  to  Waterford  and  Thurles," 
presented,  and  read  the  first  time ;  to  be 
referred  to  the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for 
Private  Bills,  and  to  be  printed.  [Bill 
219]. 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT    PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.   14)  BILL. 

"  To  confirm  certain  Provisional  Orders 
of  the  Local  Gk)vernment  Board  relating 
to  Isle  of  Thanet  (Rural),  Ramssate,  Read- 
ing, and  Rhyl,''  presented,  and  read  the 
first  time ;  to  be  referred  to  the  Examiners 
of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  and  to  be 
printed.     [Bill  220.] 


PETITIONS. 


ADULTERATION  (FOOD  PRODUCTS) 

BILL. 

Petition  from  Argyll,  in  favour ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 


BOILERS  INSPECTION  AND  REGISTRA 

TION  BILL. 

Petitions  a^nst ; — From  Birmingham  ; 
— and,  Middlesbrough  (two) ;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table. 

BOROUGH  FUNDS  ACT,  1872. 

Petition  from  West  Ham,  for  alteration 
of  Law ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

EDUCATION  OF  CHILDREN  BILL. 

Petition  from  Eangston-upon-Hull,  in 
favour ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

EDUCATION  OF  CHILDREN  BILL  AND 

EDUCATION    (SCHOOL    ATTENDANCE) 

(SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Petition  from  Arbroath,  in  favour ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

FOREIGN  SUGAR, 

Petition  from  Greenock,  for  imposition 
of  counterv'ailing  duties  ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

GROUND    RENTS    (TAXATION    BY 
LOCAL  AUTHORITIES). 

Petitions  in  favour; — From  East 
Cowes  ; — Edmonton  ; — Penmaenmawr ; — 
Enfield ;  —  CJonnah's  Quay ;  —  Portsea 
Island ;  —  Bolton  ;  —  Tunstead ;  — Great 
Grimsby ;  —  Wandsworth  ;  —  Soothill 
Upper ; — Hebden  ; — South  Lambeth  ; — 
Menai  Bridge ; — St.  Thomas ; — Ripley  ; — 
Sunderland  ; —  Cainscross ; —  Fleetwood  ; 
— Manchester ; — Vectis  Building  Society  ; 
— Danden  Industrial  Cooperative  Society, 
Limited  ; — Royal  Arsenal  Co-operative 
Society,  Limited ; — Pwllheli ; — and.  Arm- 
field  Plain  ^  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (SCOTLAND) 

BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour; — From  Scottish 
Poor  Law  Medical  Officers'  Association  ; 
— and,  Argyll ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

LONDON    GOVERNMENT  BILL. 

Petition  from  St.  Mary,  Newington, 
for  alteration ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

MERCHANDISE  MARKS  ACT  (1887) 
AMENDMENT    BILL. 

Petition  from  Birmingham,  in  favour ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

MINES    (EIGHT    HOURS)  BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour ; — From  Wet  Earth; 
—Pit  Clay  Cross  (No.  4:— Kinlet;— 
Snibston  (No.    2); — Rawden; — Grange 
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Moor ;  and,  Shirebrook  Collieries ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

NATIONAL    OLD    AGE    PENSIONS. 

Petition  from  West  Ham,  in  favour ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

RATING    OF   MACHINERY   BILL. 

Two  Petitions  from  Easington,  against; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

RATING  OF  MACHINERY  BILL. 

Petition  from  Birmingham,  for  altera- 
tion ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

ROMAN      CATHOLIC    UNIVERSITY    IN 

IRELAND. 

Petitions  against  establishment ; — 
From  Dundee; — and,  Jedburgh;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 


SALE  OF  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS  ON 
SUNDAY    BILL. 

Petition  from  Ilmington,  in  favoiu* ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 


SMALL  HOUSES  (ACQUISITION   OF 
OWNERSHIP)    BILL. 

Petition  from  Argyll,  in  favour ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

TEINDS    (SCOTLAND)    BILL. 

Petition  from  Argyll,  in  favour ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

TELEGRAPHS  (TELEPHONIC  COM- 
MUNICATION,   iS:c.)   BILL. 

Petition  from  Birmingham,  against ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

TELEGRAPHS   (TELEPHONIC  COM- 
MUNICATION, &c.)  BILL. 

Petition  from  Irvine,  for  alteration  ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

TOWN    COUNCILS    (SCOTLAND)   BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour  ; — From  Pollok- 
shaws  ; — and,  Cromarty  ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

WORKMEN'S    COMPENSATION    ACT 
(18fl7)    AMENDMENT   (No.    2)    BILL. 

Petition  from  Birmingham,  against ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  &c. 


EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT  (GENERAL 

REPORTS). 

Copy  presented, — of  General  Report 
for  the  year  1898  by  the  Chief  Inspector 
of  the  South  Western  Division  [by  Com- 
mand] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

TRADE  REPORTS  (ANNUAL    SERIES). 

Copies  presented, — of  Diplomatic  and 
Consular  Reports,  Annual  Series,  Nos. 
2263  to  2264  [by  Command];  to  lie  upon 
the  Table. 

INLAND    REVENUE     (PROSECUTIONS 
UNDER   GAME    LAWS). 

Return  presented, — relative  thereto 
[Ordered  23rd  March ;  Mr,  William  Red- 
jnofuf] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

Paper  laid  upon  the  Table  by  the  Clerk 
of  the  House  : — 

PUBLIC    RECORDS    (ADMIRALTY). 

Copy  of  Fifth  Schedule  containing  a 
List  and  Particulars  of  Classes  of  Docu- 
ments which  have  been  removed  from  the 
Office  of  the  Commissioners  for  executing 
the  office  of  Lord  High  Admiral  of  the 
United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland,  and  deposited  in  the  Public 
Record  Office,  but  which  are  not  con- 
sidered of  sufficient  public  value  to 
justify  their  preservation  therein  [by 
Act]. 

EAST  INDIA   (FINANCIAL    STATE- 
MENT, 1899-1900). 

Address  for  "Copy  of  the  Lidian 
Financial  Statement  for  1899-1900,  and 
of  the  Proceedings  of  the  Legislative 
Council  of  the  Governor  General  thereon." 
— {Sir  Henry  Fowler.) 

MASTERS,   MATi'S,    ENGINEERS  (SUS- 
PENSION, &c.,  OF  CERTIFICATES). 

Return  ordered,  "  showing  all  Suspen- 
sions and  Cancellations  of  Certificates  of 
Masters,  Mates,  or  Engineers,  under 
Clause  242  of  The  Merchant  Shipping 
Act,  1854,  or  Clause  469  of  The  Merchant 
Shipping  Act  of  1894,  Ordered  by  the 
Board  of  Trade  since  the  year  1887, 
showing  in  each  case  (1)  the  nature  of  the 
offence  of  which  such  person  had  been 
convicted,  and  (fi)  whether  the  Certificate 
was  cancelled  or  suspended,  and  if  sus- 
pended, for  how  long." — {Mr.  Gibson 
Bowles.) 
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METROPOLITAN   WATER  COMPANIES 

BILL. 

Lords   Amendments  to  be   considered 
forthwith  ;  considered,  and  agreed  to. 


QUESTIONS. 


HIGHLAND  LADS  AND  THE  NAVY. 

Mr.  WKIR  (Ross  and  Cromarty) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
whether  he  is  aware  that  of  the  785 
scholars  who  attended  classes  in  naviga- 
tion throughout  Scotland  during  the  year 
1897-8,  under  the  Evening  School  Code, 
as  many  as  691  were  scholars  of  the 
crofting  counties  of  Argyll,  Caithness, 
Inverness,  Orkney  and  Shetland,  and 
Ross  and  Cromarty,  247  coming  from 
Ross-shire  alone.  And,  in  \iew  of  this 
proof  of  the  desire  of  Highland  youths 
to  render  themselves  efficient  in  navi- 
gation, will  he  consider  the  expediency 
of  giving  them  better  facilities  than  at 
present  exist  for  joining  Her  Majesty's 
Navy. 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr.  W.  E.  Macartney,  Antrim, 
S.) :  The  facilities  for  entry  in  the  Navy 
in  Scotland  are  the  same  as  elsewhere. 
Boys  can  be  entered  by  the  station  officer 
at  any  coastguard  station,  by  the  marine 
recruiting  officer  at  Glasgow,  by  the 
officers  commanding  the  coastguard  ships 
at  Greenock  and  Queensferry,  and  the 
naval  Teserve  drill  ships,  at  Inverness, 
Aberdeen,  Leith  and  Dundee.  Success 
has  not  attended  the  visits  of  the  sea- 
going training  ships  to  the  North,  but 
further  visits  will  be  made  from  time  to 
time,  as  may  be  considered  desirable. 

Mr.  WEIR  :  Will  the  right  honourable 
Gentleman  allow  a  training  ship  to  visit 
Stornoway  during  the  summer  and  remain 
there  a  few  days  instead  of  a  few  hours  ? 

Mr.  MACARTNEY :  I  can  add  nothing 
to  my  answer. 

COMPl^LSORY   RETIREMENT— INDIAN 
COLONEL'S  PAY. 

Major  RASCH  (Essex,  S.E.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  whether,  in  calculating  the  value  of 
a'Colonel's  appointment  in  India  on  Indian 
pay,  upon  compulsory  retirement  under 


the  Royal  Warrant  of  1881,  the  War 
Office  has  estimated  the  pay  of  a  Colonel 
at  only  17  rupees  8  annas  a  month  above 
that  of  a  Lieutenant  in  the  Indian  Staff 
Corps,  a  Lieutenant  in  the  Indian  Service 
receiving  225  rupees  a  month,  while  the 
War  Office  estimate  of  a  Colonel's  pay 
is  243  rupees  8  annas  a  month. 
Whether  he  is  aware  that  when  the 
late  General  Hawley,  Deput}'  Adjutant 
Genenil  at  head({uartcrs,  was  remove<l 
from  his  appointment  for  age  in  1883,  five 
months  before  his  time  was  up,  he  receive«l 
compensation  for  the  full  amount  of  the 
pay  of  his  appointment  notwithstanding 
that  such  pay  was  described  in  the  pay 
warrant  as  inclusive  of  allowances  except- 
ing travelling ;  and,  on  what  ground 
the  War  Office  has  discriminated  in  the 
method  of  estimating  the  pay  of  an 
officer  of  the  headquarter  staff  and  of 
an  officer  of  the  British  service  who 
was  serving  in  India  at  the  time  of  hia 
compulsory  retirement  as  a  General 
Officer  and  with  a  consolidated  pay  and 
salary  unconditioned  of  any  allowances. 

♦The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  WAR  (Mr.  G.  Wyndham, 
Dover) :  On  the  introduction  of  compul- 
sory retirement  for  age,  it  was  decided  to 
give  compensation  in  respect  of  pay,  but 
not  of  allowances.  This  principle  was 
applied  generally  throughout  the  Army. 
In  the  case  of  India,  where  consolidatoi 
pay  is  the  rule,  the  India  Office  supplied 
a  calculation  of  the  amount  of  pay  which 
represented  extinguished  allowances,  and 
on  that  amount  no  compensation  was 
paid.  In  the  case  of  the  staff  at  the  War 
Office,  the  rates  of  pay  had  come  to  be 
salaries  attached  to  particular  posts  and 
were  treated  as  such.  In  the  first  para- 
graph of  the  question  the  honourable  and 
gallant  Member  has  compared  the  nett 
pay  of  a  colonel  excluding  the  amount 
based  on  extinguished  allowances  with 
the  total  consolidated  pay  of  a  lieutenant. 

UNDER-AGE  RECRUITS. 

Mr.  WP]IR :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  Stite  for  War  if  it  is  the 
practice  of  the  War  Office  authorities  to 
decline  to  grant  a  discharge  to  youths 
who  have  enlisted  in  the  Army  when 
under  age. 

*Mr.  W\nNDHAM :  The  Queen's  Regu- 
lations (1805  vi.)  lay  down  that  youths 
proved  to  be  under  17  years  of  ape  shall 
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he  discharged,  and  that  youths  between 
17  and  18  may  be  discharged  or  reUiined 
at  the  discretion  of  the  General  Officer 
Commanding  the  District. 

Mr.  PIRIE  (Aberdeen,  N.)  :  How  does 
the  War  Office  arrive  at  a  decision  that  a 
youth  is  under  17  or  otherwise — by  his 
te3th,  in  the  same  way  as  a  horse  1 

♦Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order  ! 

♦.Mr.  WVNDHAM  :  In  the  abionce  of 
a  certificate  of  birth  the  medical  officer 
arrives  at  a  decision  to  the  best  of  his 
ability. 


Mr.  PIRIE :  May  I  ask 


♦Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order  I    The 
last  question  of  the  honourable  Member 


was  most  irregular. 


imiTISH  TROOPS  IN  SOUTH  AFRICA. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  any  troops  have  been  sent  to 
South  Africa  since  the  Ist  January  1899  ; 
and,  if  any  have  been  sent,  whether  he 
can  state  their  number  and  description. . 

♦Mr.  WYNDHAM:  Two  battalions 
have  been  sent  out  to  take  the  place  of 
two  which  have  left  the  station ;  and  776 
warrant  officers,  non  commissioned  offi- 
cers and  men  have  been  sent  out  as 
drafts  in  ordinary  course  to  relieve  time- 
(»xpired  men  and  to  fill  up  other  casual- 
tics. 

BRITISH  CONSULS  IN  CHARGE  OF 
AMERICAN  INTERESTS  IN  SPAIN. 

Mr.  MALCOLM  (Suffolk,  Stow- 
market)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Uncler  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether 
he  is  aware  that  considerable  extra  work 
is  thrown  upon  Her  Majesty's  Consuls  in 
Spain,  and  in  several  cases  heavy  expendi- 
ture is  thrown  upon  them,  o^nng  to  the 
duties  incurred  by  acting  in  a  consular 
capacity  for  the  United  States ;  and, 
whether  he  can  stiitc  for  how  long  those 
duties  will  be  performed  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's officers,  and  in  what  manner  they 
will  be  remunerated  and  reimbursed. 

♦The  UNDERSECRETARYof  STATE 
FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Mr.  Brod- 
RICK,  Surrey,  Guildford) :  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  aware  that  a  considerable 


amount  of  extra  work  is  thrown  upon 
Her  Majesty's  Consuls  in  Spain  since 
they  have  had  charge  of .  American  in- 
terests, but  no  information  has  been  re< 
ceived  that  these  additional  duties  have 
involved  expenditure.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  undertook  the  protection  of 
American  interests  in  Spain  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  war,  and  this  arrange- 
ment  will  continue  so  long  as  it  may  be 
convenient  to  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment. It  is  usual  for  belligerents  to 
place  their  interests  in  a  hostile  country 
in  the  hands  of  a  friendly  power,  and  in 
such  cases  no  question  of  remuneration 
arises. 

PETITION  FROM  BRITISH  SUBJECTS 
IN  THE  TRANSVAAL. 

Mr.  ELLIS  J.  GRIFFITH  (Angle- 
sey) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  whether  he  has  received 
any  communication  or  report  from  Sir 
Alfred  Milner  on  the  subject-matter  of 
the  petition  recently  despatched  for  pre- 
sentation to  Her  Majesty  by  British  sub- 
jects resident  in  the  Transvaal ;  and,  if 
so,  whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table 
such  communication  or  report. 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  fob 
THE  COLONIES  (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain, 
Birmingham,  W) :  To  the  first  part  of 
the  question  the  answer  is  yes.  As  to 
the  second  part  I  must  refer  the  honour- 
able Member  to  my  answer  to  the  honour- 
able Member  for  Derby  on  the  21st  of 
April. 

THE  TRANSVAAL  ARRESTS. 

Mr.  SCOTT  (Lanes,  Leigh) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies  whether  ho  can  now  give  any  in- 
formation as  to  the  recent  arrests  in  the 
Transvaal  and  as  to  the  nature  and  im- 
portance of  the  movement  in  which  the 
persons  arrested  were  believed  to  be  en- 
gaged. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  I  received 
last  night  the  following  teleg^'am  from 
Sir  Alfred  Mihier : 

"  British  a<^nt  reports  followin<;  are  naiueA 
prisoners :  Riclianl  Vloyd  Nicholas,  37.  miner» 
romUhiiian  ;  (ieor^e  Patterson,  40,  Irish  ;  both 
are  ex-Nun-romuiis»ione<l  Officei*s  BritUb 
Cavalry ;  Charles  A^ar- Ellis,  27,  ex -Colour 
Serj^eant  British  Infantry,  EngUslinian ;  John 
Allen  Mitchell,  46,  ex-Ser^^nt-Major  Royal 
Horse  Artillery,  Knglishman ;  Eilward  James 
Tremlett,    30,    civilian,  Englislnnan ;    Rol.ct 
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Poole  Hooper,  46,  ex-military  man,  served  in 
India  and  Matabeleland  as  Non-Commi8sioned 
Officer;  Jeane  Pries,  40,  Dane.  Prisoners 
charged  with  hiffh  treason,  brought  before 
Landdrost's  Court  yesterday,  remanded  form- 
ally for  fortnight." 

I  have  no  other  information,  except 
that  President  Kruger  stated  to  Mr. 
Greene  that  there  was  no  proof  that  the 

S arsons  arrested  had  been  officers  in  the 
ritish  Army,  and  that  in  any  case  the 
incident  would  not  be  allowed  to  disturb 
friendly  relations.  I  may  add  that  the 
President  of  the  South  African  League 
has  publicly  repudiated,  on  behalf  of  the 
league,  any  connection,  direct  or  indirect, 
with  the  enlistment  of  persons  for  any 
purpose  whatever  in  any  state  or  colony. 

BRITISH    INDIANS    IN    THE    TRANS- 
VAAL. 

Sir  MANCHERJEE  BHOWNAG- 
GREE  (Bethnal  Green,  N.E.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies whether  in  the  forthcoming  con- 
ference between  Sir  A.  Milner  and  Presi- 
dent Kruger,  the  British  Representative 
will  discuss  questions  relating  to  the 
grave  disabilities  imposed  upon  British 
Indian  subjects  by  the  South  African 
Government  for  some  years  past,  with 
the  view  of  remedying  the  same ;  and, 
whether  Sir  A.  Milner  has  been  furnished 
by  the  Colonial  Office  with  specific  in- 
structions on  the  subject. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN :  I  have  re- 
cently instructed  Sir  A.  Milner  on  the 
subject  of  the  British  Indians  in  the 
Transvaal,  and  the  matter  will  no  doubt 
be  discussed  by  him  and  President 
Kruger. 

LAND  ORDNANCES  OF  CEYLON. 

Mr.  SCHWANN  (Manchester,  N.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  if  he  will,  as  promised  by 
him,  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  the 
Report  of  the  Governor  of  Ceylon,  now 
in  his  possession,  as  to  the  working,  &c. 
of  the  Land  Ordnances  Act  of  Ceylon  of 
1897. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN :  I  shall  be 
happy  to  present  papers  immediately 
after  Whitsuntide. 

FACTORIES  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

Mr,  DOUGHTY  (Great  Grimsby) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether,  early  after 

Mr.  J.  Chamberlain, 


the  Whitsuntide  holidays,  he  will  intro- 
duce the  Factories  Amendment  Bill  he 
was  obliged  to  withdraw  last  Session, 
with  a  ^'^ew  of  passing  it  into  law  before 
the  end  of  the  Session. 

♦The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  THE  HOME  DEPART- 
MENT (Mr.  Jesse  Collings,  Birming- 
ham, Bordesley) :  The  Bill  to  which  I 
presume  my  honourable  friend  refers, 
dealt  with  Emergency  Processes.  As  to 
the  prospects  of  legislation  on  this  sub- 
ject there  is  nothing  to  add  to  the  answer 
which  the  Secretary  of  State  gave  to  the 
right  honourable  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  Oxford  yesterday  with  regard 
to  the  fruit-preserving  trade — one  of  the 
emergency  processes. 

CATTLE  INSPECTION— TUBERCU- 

LOSIS. 

Mr.  CHANNING  (Northampton,  E) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  whether  he  is  aware 
that  there  is  now  no  proper  inspection  of 
the  carcases  of  imported  cattle,  of  which 
about  3,000  are  weekly  slaughtered  at 
Deptford  and  large  numbers  elsewhere  ; 
and  whether,  having  regard  to  the  large 
proportion  of  tuberculosis  found  to  exist 
in  cattle  slaughtered  and  inspected  for  the 
detection  of  pleuro-pneumonia,  ho  will 
arrange  for  an  adequate  staff  to  examine 
the  carcases  immediately  after  slaughter 
before  removal  of  the  offal. 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  II. 
Chaplin,  Lincolnshire,  Sleaford) :  I  have 
made  inquiry  as  regards  the  foreign 
cattle  market  at  Deptford,  which  is  the 
only  one  specifically  referred  to  in  the 
question,  and  I  am  informed  that,  in  ad- 
dition to  the  inspection  of  the  live 
animals  by  two  veterinary  inspectors  cip- 
pointed  by  the  Board  of  Agriculture, 
there  is  a  close  inspection  of  the  carcases. 
This  latter  inspection  is  carried  out  by 
an  inspector  specially  appointed  for  the 
purpose  by  the  Corporation  of  Loniloii. 
He  devotes  his  whole  time  to  his  duty, 
and  acts  under  the  supervision  of  the 
veterinary  inspector  of  the  Corporation 
and  the  superintendent  of  the  market.  I 
understand  that  cases  of  tuberculosis  in 
this  market  are  extremely  rare,  only  two 
having  occurred  in  the  last  12  months. 

Mr.  CHANNING  :  Am  I  to  understond 
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Mr.  CHAPLIN :  That  is  the  case. 


THE  SELECT  COMMITTEE  ON  THE 
AGED  AND  DESERVING  POOR. 

Sir  CHARLES  DALRYMPLE  (Ips- 
wich^ :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Local  Gk)vemment  Board  whether  his 
attention,  as  Chairman  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee on  the  Aged  and  Deserving  Poor, 
has  been  called  to  the  numerous  para- 
graphs which  have  appeared  in  the  Press 
with  regard  to  the  proceedings  and  de- 
liberations of  the  Committee ;  and 
whether  the  statements  so  made  have 
been  published  with  the  sanction  and 
authority  of  the  Committee. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN:  Yes,  sir,  my  atten- 
tion has  been  directed  to  the  matters 
referred  to,  and  I  am  very  glad  to  reply 
to  the  question  of  my  honourable  f  riena, 
for  it  was  my  intention,  at  the  unanimous 
request  of  my  colleagues  [on  the  Com- 
mittee, to  have  taken  some  means  of 
correcting  the  misapprehensions  to  which 
these  statements  would  otherwise  give 
rise.  I  have  to  say  on  their  behalf,  in 
reply  to  the  question,  that  none  of  the 
statements  referred  to  are  authorised ; 
they  have  all  been  made  without  the 
knowledge  or  sanction  of  the  Committee^ ; 
many  of  them  are  inaccurate  and  mis- 
leading, and  they  are  not  to  be  taken  as 
representing  the  views  and  decisions  of 
the  Committee. 


NEWBLISS  POSTAL  ARRANGEMENTS. 

Mr.  MACALEESE  (Monaghan,  N.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  as  representing  the  Postmaster- 
General,  whetner  he  can  state  why  a 
letter  addressed  to  the  Department  on 
28th  February  last,  by  a  resident  in 
Newbliss,  has  not  been  replied  to  up  to 
the  present  date ;  and,  will  any  notice 
be  taken  of  this  neglect. 

The  financial  SECRETARY  to 
THE  TREASXJRY  (Mr.  R.  W.  Han- 
bury,  Preston) :  The  letter  in  question 
was  duly  acknowledged,  but  it  was  not 
thought  necessary  to  give  any  further 
reply,  especially  as  a  full  reply  had 
already  been  given  on  the  same  subject 
in  March,  1898. 


RESPONSIBILITY  FOR  TELEGRAPHIC 

BLUNDERS. 

Mr.  MACNEILL  (Donegal,  S.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  as 
representing  the  Postmaster-General, 
whether  his  attention  had  been  directed 
to  a  case  tried  at  the  Barrow  County 
Court  on  8th  May,  in  which  John  Francis 
Ennis,  of  Barrow,  sued  Lawrence  E. 
Tennant,  postmaster,  of  Barrow,  for  £2 
loss  by  error  in  transmission  of  a  telegram 
to  A.  Brown,  the  figures  62/6  in  the 
telegraph  form  handed  in  at  the  office 
having  been  changed  by  negligence  of 
the  officials  of  the  telegraph  department 
into  26/-,  and  thus  placed  in  the  telegram 
received  by  A.  Brown  ;  whether  the 
postal  authorities  admitted  the  error  with 
an  expression  of  regret,  and  refunded  to 
Mr.  Ennis  the  amount  paid  for  the  abor- 
tive telegram,  but  Mr.  Ennis'  action 
against  the  postmaster  of  Barrow  was 
defended  successfully  on  the  ground  that 
he  had  sued  the  wrong  official ;  whether 
he  is  aware  that  Mr.  Ennis,  on  24th 
April,  received  an  official  letter  from  the 
Secretary  of  the  General  Post  Office, 
London,  stating  that  the  Department  was 
not  liable  for  losses  sustained  in  conse- 
quence of  the  inaccurate  transmission  of 
a  telegram,  and  on  what  foundation  is 
this  alleged  immunity  based ;  whether, 
for  the  guidance  of  the  public,  he  will  say 
on  whom  the  liability  devolves  for  losses 
sustained  in  the  transmission  of  telegrams 
by  the  negligence  of  officials  in  the  postal 
service ;  and,  whether  directions  will  be 

g'ven  that  actions  brought  against  the 
epartment  in  consequence  of  such 
negligence  should  be  defended  on  the 
merits  and  not  on  technical  points. 


Mr.  HANBURY  :  Both  in  the  Postal 
Guide  and  on  all  telegram  forms  supplied 
to  the  public  is  printed  the  condition 
that  the  Postmaster-General  will  not  be 
liable  for  any  loss  or  damage  which  may 
be  incurred  or  sustained  by  reason  or  on 
account  of  any  mistake  or  default  in  the 
transmission  or  delivery  of  a  telegram. 
This  condition  is  one  of  the  regulations 
which  have  statutory  force  by  virtue  of 
the  Telegraph  Act,  1868.  I  have  not 
complete  information  to  show  that  the 
postmaster  of  Barrow  defended  the 
action  on  the  ground  alleged  in  the 
second  paragraph.  But,  of  course,  the 
true  defence  is  that  which  I  have  now 
statetl. 
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terest  of  the  men  themselves,  the  right  to 
commute  should  be  given  to  them. 

SOUDAN  EXPEDITION,  1898— THE 
GRANT  TO  LORD  KITCHENER. 

The  FIRSTLORD  ofthe  TREASURY 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfouk,  Manchester,  E.) :  I 
want  to  announce  to  the  House,  in  obedi- 
ence to  a  pledge  I  gave  on  the  subject, 
that  I  propose  to  take  the  Address  for  a 
grant  for  Lord  Kitchener  on  Monday, 
June  5,  which  is  the  first  Monday  after 
we  return  from  the  holidays. 


THE  WHITSUNTIDE   ADJOURNMENT. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed — 

'"  That  this  House  at  its  rising  do  adjourn 
till  Wednesdav  31st  May,  and  that  at  the 
conclusion  of  Government  business  this  day 
Mr.  Speaker  do  adjourn  the  House  without 
Question  put. — {Mr.  A.  J.  Balfotir.) 

Transvaal  Affairs. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  said  he 
desired  to  say  a  few  words  with  reference 
to  the  statement  made  by  the  Colonial 
Secretary  yesterday  with  regard  to  the 

?resentation    of  Papers    relating  to  the 
'ransvaal 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  COLONIES  (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain, 
Birmingham,  W.) ;  Perhaps  the  honour- 
able Gentleman  will  allow  me  to  intervene 
at  this  stage,  for  it  may  save  him  the 
trouble  of  going  into  this  matter.  The 
honourable  Member  asked  me  yesterday 
about  the  presentation  of  the  Papers  with 
regard  to  the  dynamite  monopoly.  I  was 
not  able  to  give  him  a  definite  answer.  It 
was  my  original  intention  to  present 
those  Papers,  included  in  a  great  number 
of  other  Papers  relating  to  matters  in 
South  Africa,  after  Whitsuntide.  I  think 
those  Papers  will  now  have  to  be  delayed 
in  consequence  of  the  negotiations  which 
are  going  on  between  Sir  Alfred 
Milner  and  President  Kruger,  and  I  have 
found  it  convenient,  under  the  circum- 
stances, to  present  the  dynamite  Papers 
separately.  I  have  accordingly  laid  them 
upon  the  Table. 

Mr.  DILLON  said  that  tmder  the  cir- 
cumstances he  would  say  no  more  on 
the  subject,  because  it  was  on  those 
papers  that  he  intended  to  speak,  and  the 
statement  of  the  right  honourable  Gen- 
tleman had  practically  met  all  he  intended 
to  ask  for. 

Mr.  Q.  m  BalJ'mr, 


Agricultural  Holdings  Act. 

♦Mr.  CHANNING  (Northampton,  E) 
said  the  opportunities  of  bringing  ques- 
tions before  the  House  were  so  few  that 
he  wished  to  take  this  opportunity  of 
calling  attention  to  a  measure  which  was 
mentioned  in  the  Queen's  Speech.  He 
alluded  to  the  Agricultural  Holdings  Act. 
He  wished  to  question  the  Government 
upon  this  measure,  and  also  to  express  a 
feeling  which  he  believed  was  held  very 
largely  amongst  the  farmers  of  this 
country,  that  tne  perpetual  postponement 
of  this  question  after  its  repeated  appear- 
ance in  the  Queen's  Speech,  and  after  the 
repeated  pledges  of  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  and  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Agriculture  was  most  ^unsatisfactory'. 
They  had  a  right  to  enter  a  very  definite 
protest  against  the  course  which  had  been 
adopted  with  regard  to  this  Bill.  A  very 
definite  pledge  was  given  in  the  First  Lonl 
of  the  Treasury's  address  to  the  electors  of 
Manchester,  and  although  it  was  a  question 
on  which  there  was  probably  more  unan- 
imity than  on  any  other  question  amongst 
all  sections  of  the  House,  they  had  seen 
this  measure  postponed  vear  by  year  and 
Session  by  Session,  and  they  had  abso- 
lutely no  guarantee  whatsoever  that  this 
question  would  be  dealt  with  in  the  pre- 
sent Session,  and  they  did  not  know  what 
lines  the  Government  would  proceed  upon 
when  they  attempted  to  deal  with  it.  Not 
only  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  but 
also  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Agri- 
culture had  also  made  himself  specially 
responsible  for  this  Bill  to  the  country. 
The  subject  had  been  inquired  into  and 
reported  upon  by  two  Koyal  Commissions, 
and  the  Central  and  Associated  Chambers 
of  Agriculture  and  other  bodies  who  had  a 
special  right  to  be  heard  in  this  House  had 
given  their  views.  There  was  no  question 
which  had  been  so  thoroughly  threshed 
out,  and  the  subject  had  oeen  ripe  for 
legislation  for  some  years.  Not  only  had 
there  been  these  Royal  Commissions,  but 
there  had  repeatedly  been  decisions  in  this 
House  in  favour  of  the  measure.  A  Bill  of 
this  description  passed  its  Second  Reading 
in  1895 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  honourable 
Member  is  now  going  into  the  general 
question  of  the  necessity  for  legislation 
upon  this  subject,  and  he  will  not  be  iu 
order  in  doing  that  upon  this  occasion. 

*Mr.  CHANNING  said  he  was  en- 
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<1i$avouring  to  show  that  not  only  had 
Her  Majesty's  Grovernment  promised  for 
four  years  in  succession  to  bring  in  legis- 
lation of  this  kind,  but  they  had  the  whole 
of  the  material  for  legislation  before  them, 
i\n(\  there  was  no  excuse  whatever  for 
refusing  any  longer  to  deal  with  it.  He 
thought  nobody  in  that  house  would 
challenge  his  statement  that  this  question 
was  absolutely  ripe  for  solution,  and  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  again  and 
a^n  pledged  themselves  to  deal  with  it. 
He  thought  they  had  a  perfect  right  to 
protest  against  the  course  which  had  been 
persisted  in  year  by  year.  The  measure 
might  be  proceeded  with  easily  during 
the  present  session,  because  there  was  a 
unanimity  of  feeling  in  all  parts  of  the 
House.  Not  only  in  this  House,  but  the 
decisions  outside  were  practically  iniani- 
nious,  and  the  differences  that  existed 
were  more  in  detail  than  in  principle. 
They  had  a  right  to  know  what  Her 
Majesty's  Government's  proposals  were. 
Upon  this  question  the  assertions  and 
statements  of  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Agriculture,  made  in  different  parts  of 
the  country,  were  not  consistent,  for  in 
one  part  of  the  country  he  held  forth 
hopes  to  the  agriculturists  which  were 
not  verified  and  supported  by  statements 
which  he  had  made  in  other  parts  of  the 
country.  When  speaking  in  Scotland  the 
right  honourable  Gentleman  supporte<l 
one  theory,  and  when  at  Westminster  he 
supported  a  wholly  different  one.  There- 
fore they  had  a  right  to  demand  that  the 
Government  should  introduce  this  Bill, 
and  allow  the  House  an  opportunity 
either  of  dealing  with  it  in  the  present 
session  or  at  any  rate  of  bringing  opinion 
to  bear  upon  it  in  such  a  form  tnat  Her 
Majesty's  Government  would  see  on  what 
lines  they  would  have  to  settle  this  ques- 
tion in  order  to  produce  any  satisfaction 
among  the  agricultural  community.  This 
was  a  question  of  political  necessity  and 
sound  economical  policy,  both  in  the  in- 
terests of  the  landlords  as  well  as'  that  of 
the  tenant  farmers.  There  was  one  other 
matter  to  which  he  should  like  to  refer. 
The  House  was  well  aware  that  a  question 
of  urgent  interest  to  the  agricultural 
community  was  now  before  Parliament  in 
the  Food  and  Drugs  Bill,  and  he  wished 
to  express  the  hope  that  Her  Majesty's 
Ciovemment  would  approach  this  ques- 
tion  

♦Mr.    SPEAKER:     The    honourable 


Member  is  not  in  order  in  referring  to  a 
Bill  which  is  not  before  the  House. 

♦Mr.  CHANNING  said  the  only  course 
pursued  by  the  Grovernment  had  been 
that  of  protecting  the  interests  of  the 
land-owning  classes,  and  there  was  a  grave 
suspicion  that  if  this  Bill  was  further 
postponed,  the  protection  of  the  right  of 
the  tenant  farmer  to  the  improvements 
which  he  made  in  his  farm  would  be  en- 
dangered. To  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
who  were  pledged  to  protect  the  tenant 
farmer,  those  nghts  seemed  to  be  of  less 
importance  than  the  interests  of  the  land- 
owning class.  He  desired  to  know  defi- 
nitely whether  the  Government  had  come 
to  the  conclusion  not  to  proceed  with  this 
Bill  during  the  present  session.  He  asked 
them  frankly  and  fairly  to  place  their 
proposals  before  the  House  in  order  that 
they  might  be  discussed  in  agricultural 
circles  during  the  recess. 

Scottish  Education  and  Finance. 

Dr,  CLARK  (Caithness)  thought 
that  before  the  House  adjounied  they 
ought  to  have  some  information  from  the 
Government  as  to  what  they  were  going 
to  do  in  reference  to  Scottish  finance, 
especially  in  reference  to  that  for  educa- 
tion. He  did  not  know  whether  they  in- 
tended to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  reorganise  the 
Education  Department,  or  whether  they 
intended  session  after  session  to  carry  on 
this  organisation  without  any  Act  of 
Parliament  or  without  any  law  at  all 
except  by  Minute  as  they  were  doing 
now.  The  Minute  of  the  present  year 
entirely  changed  the  whole  plan.  He  did 
not  intend  to  say  much  regarding  that, 
and  he  would  confine  himself  to  the 
financial  position  which  they  were  placed 
in  by  the  Act  of  Parliament  which  was 
passed  two  years  ago.  That  measure  was 
passed  upon  certain  statements  made  on 
behalf  of  the  Government  by  the  Lord 
Advocate,  but  the  facts  showed  that  the 
right  honourable  Gentleman  entirely  mis- 
represented and  misunderstood  the  state 
of  things  he  was  creating  by  this  Act. 
He  grossly  over-estimated  the  amount  to 
come  to  Scotland,  and  under-estimated 
the  amount  that  would  go  to  England, 
and  the  result  was  that  Scotland  lost 
about  J&75,000  a  year  during  the  last  two 
years  that  otherwise  she  would  have  got, 
if  the  principle  of  the  equivalent  grants 
had  been  carried  out.     As  a  result  of  the 
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change  they  found  that  England  was 
getting  very  much  more  than  her  share. 
In  addition  to  this  the  Scotch  Department 
had  become  a  Secondary  Education  De- 
partment. They  expected  to  get  their 
fair  share  of  the  equivalent  grant  but 
they  did  not  get  it 

♦Mr.  SPP]AKER:  It  appe:irs  to  me 
that  the  honourable  Gentleman  is  discuss- 
ing and  reviewing  past  legislation  or  the 
necessity  for  new  legislation,  and  that  is 
not  in  order. 

Dr.  CLARK  said  his  point  was  that 
the  Government  got  this  legislation  passed 
upon  facts  which  were  entirely  wrong. 
Their  prophecies  had  proved  to  be  fallaci- 
ous and  the  estimates  were  entirely  wrong, 
and  the  result  had  been  that  they  had 
been  deprived  of  £75,000  a  year. 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER :  The  honourable 
Member  is  now  going  into  the  question 
of  the  effect  of  past  legislation.  It  is  not 
in  order  to  go  back  into  the  history  of 
how  a  Bill  became  law  upon  a  motion  for 
adjournment. 

Dr.  CLARK  contended  that  this  was 
not  done  by  legislation,  for  if  that  had 
been  so  they  could  have  expressed  their 
views  upon  it.  It  had  been  done  simply 
by  an  arrangement  with  the  Treasury  on 
the  one  side  and  the  Scotch  Office  on  the 
other. 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  honourable 
Member  would  be  in  order  if  he  was 
simply  complaining  of  something  which 
he  alleges  is  illegal. 

Dr.  CLARK  said  it  appeared  that 
one  department  could  make  an  arrange- 
ment with  another  department  and  pre- 
pare estimates,  and  then  say  to  the  Scotch 
Members,  "  If  these  things  are  true  you 
will  get  a  fair  equivalent  grant,"  but  that 
hiid  not  been  the  result. 

♦The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  A.  G. 
Murray,  Buteshire),  on  a  point  of  order, 
said  he  understood  that  the  honourable 
Member's  complaint  was,  that  under  the 
two  Bills  passed  in  1897,  as  the  facts 
showed,  Scotland  had  not  got  as  mucli 
money  as  she  ought  to  have  had.  That 
might  or  might  not  be  true,  but  those  Bills 
were  passed,  and  Scotland  could  only  get 
that  amount  of  money,  and  nothing  which 

J)i\  ClarL 


the  Government  could  do  could  affect  thai 
amount  without  further  legislation  on  the 
subject. 

Dr.  CLARK  said  an  arrangement 
was  made  between  the  Treasury  and  the 
Scotch  Office,  under  which  the  Treasury 
was  to  pay  to  the  Scotch  Office  a  large 
sum  for  two  years,  which  had  not  been 
paid.  The  Treasury  were  paying  X5,0r)<i 
this  year,  and  Scotland  was  losing  large 
sums  because  of  the  arrangemeat  marie 
between  the  Treasury  and  the  Scotch 
Office,  not  by  Act  of  Parliament  Inn 
simply  by  an  arrangement  which  any 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  might  repu- 
diate. That  was  the  point  he  wished  to 
press  upon  the  House,  that  it  was  not 
done  by  lo^^'.^^ilion,  but  had  been  done  in 
an  lUKlcrliand,  behind- the-chair  fashion  by 
which  the  Lord  Advocate  came  and  told 
them  that  they  would  secure  a  great  deal 
of  money  from  the  Treasury,  and  Scot- 
land was  not  to  ask  for  a  fair  equivalent 
of  what  England  was  getting. 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  honourable  Mem- 
ber would  be  in  order  if  ho  is  complaining 
that  the  powers  exercised  by  the  Govern- 
ment under  these  Acts  of  Parliament 
have  been  exercised  improperly.  If  he 
is  referring  to  the  circumstances  under 
which  some  provisions  have  been  embodie<i 
in  a  Bill  two  years  ago  he  is  out  of 
order. 

Dr.  CLARK  explained  that  a  Bill 
was  brought  in  for  England,  but  the  Loni 
Advocate,  on  behalf  of  the  Scotch  Educa- 
tion Department,  said  that  instead  of 
having  that  Bill  for  Scotland  as  well  as 
for  England,  the  Government  had  made 
an  arrangement  with  the  Treasury  luwler 
which  the  voluntary  school  children  aiwl 
the  board  school  children  would  get  a  sum 
which  would  practically  raise  the  grant  to 
twelve  shillings.  They  made  a  change 
from  eleven-eightieths  to  ten  shillings  per 
head,  and  an  arrangement  was  made  by 
which  the  Treasury  would  keep  up  this 
grant  to  twelve  shillings  per  head.  Now 
they  had  had  two  years'  experience,  an<l 
instead  of  that  sum  being  placed  in  the 
Estimates  and  paid  over  by  the  Treasury, 
not  a  single  penny  was  paid  or  asked  for. 
This  year  they  hiul  placed  on  the  Esti 
mates  X5,000,  so  that  instead  of  gel:iii«: 
£50,000,  which  the  Scotch  Education  De- 
paitment  agreed  with  the  Treasury  wouM 
be   required,  only  £5,000  had   been  put 


1039 


Srofiish  Etlumiian 


{19  May  1899} 


and  Finance. 


1040 


down,  and  what  they  were  protesting 
against  was  that  these  great  changes  were 
being  made  and  free  education  was  being 
changed  to  secondary  by  the  Department 
without  any  legislation  whatever.  The 
logjility  of  this  course  was  very  doubtful, 
for  they  were  doing  it  by  Minute  and  by 
arrangement  instead  of  by  bringing  a 
Bill  i>efore  the  House.  This  was  very 
tliscreditable,  for  it  w^is  being  done  ]>y  a 
l)<»partment  which  the  Scf)tch  members 
harl  no  confidence  in.  Scotland  wjis  simply 
being  defrauded  of  this  money,  and  all 
the  Scotch  Members  could  do  was,  at 
question  time,  to  bring  all  these  facts  be- 
fore the  Treasury  and  the  Scotch  Office. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester, 
E.) :  Before  the  honourable  Member 
opposite  raises  the  Colonial  debate,  1 
should  like  to  reply  to  what  has  already 
been  said.  As  regards  what  has  fallen 
from  the  honourable  Member  for  Caith- 
ness, I  understand  that  he  is  trying  to 
drag  this  question  into  the  vortex  of  the 
equivalent  grant  controversy,  upon  which 
1  hope  the  House  will  not  embark  this 
afternoon.  The  pledge  given  by  my  right 
honourable  friend  near  me  was  that  the 
Exchequer  would  always  make  up  the 
1 28.  per  child  necessary  to  carry  out  free 
education  in  Scotland,  as  that  question 
hjis  already  been  conceived  by  them. 
Now  that  sum  has  been  paid,  although 
the  sum  originally  proposed  has  not  been 
reijuired. 

Dr.  CLARK  said  the  original  esti- 
mate was  £660,000,  and  they  had  re- 
ceived only  £611,000  or  £618,000. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  If  the  honour- 
able Member  can  show  that  the  1 2s.  per 
child  has  not  been  paid  by  the  Treasury, 
he  will  have  a  real  grievance,  but  until 
he  can  show  that  he  has  not. 


Ac;ricitltural  Holdings  Act. 

As  reganls  the  observations  of  the  honour- 
able Member  for  Ejist  Northamptonshire, 
he  has  passed  a  severe  criticism  upon  the 
(iovernment  for  not  having  brought  in,  in 
the  course  of  the  present  session,  the  Agri- 
cultural Holdings  Act.  I  could  not  (|uite 
gather  from  his  speech  whether  the  hon- 
ourable Member  objected  on  the  ground 
that  the  Bill  was  not  brought  in  and 
parsed,  or  whether  he  objected  becau3e 


he  only  wanted  the  Bill  to  be  brought  in 
in  order  that  he  might  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  discussing  it  all  the  winter  in 
the  various  Chambers  of  Agriculture  and 
in  his  own  constituency.  Whichever  was 
the  honourable  Member's  complaint,  it 
appears  to  me  to  be  somewhat  unreason- 
able. It  was  perfectly  true  that  at  the 
last  General  Election  not  only  I,  but  I 
think  most  Members  of  Parliament,  de- 
clared their  intention  of  doing  all  that 
was  possible  to  aid  the  agricultural  in- 
terest. Will  anybody,  looking  back  for 
the  last  few  years,  say  that  these  pledges 
have  not  been  fulfilled  ?  The  honourable 
Gentleman  objected  to  the  Agricultural 
Rating  Act.  I  will  not  now  go  into  the 
merits  of  that  Act,  but  I  am  confident 
that  if  the  honourable  Member  will  put 
before  the  farmers  in  his  constituency  the 
Agricultural  Rating  Act  on  the  one  side, 
and  the  possible  measure  for  tenants'  im- 
provements in  reganl  to  agricultural  hold- 
ings on  the  other,  I  think  they  would 
elect  for  the  measure  which  the  honour- 
able Gentleman  opposite  opposed.  I 
think  a  somewhat  similar  observation 
might  be  made  in  regard  to  another  piece 
of  legislation  which  the  Government  are 
bringing  forward  this  session  in  relief  of 
agriculture  —I  mean  the  Bill  in  charge  of 
my  right  honourable  friend  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Agriculture,  the  Sale  of 
Food  and  Drugs  Bill.  Again,  I  say  that 
if  the  farmers  of  this  country  were  given 
the  choice  whether  they  would  have  the 
Food  and  Drugs  Bill  or  the  Bill  which 
the  honourable  Gentleman  this  afternoon 
advocates,  I  believe  they  would  prefer  the 
Food  and  Drugs  Bill.  We  have  passed 
one  great  measure  and  are  in  process  of 
passing  another  great  measure  for  the 
direct  benefit  of  the  agricultural  interest 
among  othera.  I  confess,  looking  for- 
wanl  as  far  as  I  can  into  the  present 
session,  th«at  I  do  not  see  much  prospect 
of  the  Agricultunil  Holdings  Act  being 
dealt  with,  but  I  trust  that  we  have 
several  sessions  before  us,  and  therefore 
the  honourable  (Tcntleman  need  not 
despair  of  seeing  his  pet  scheme  Ciirie<l  to 
a  successful  issue. 


Scottish  Editation  and  Finance. 

Captain  SINCU.AIR  (Forfar)  said  he 
wished  to  jii-ess  for  a  little  more  informa- 
tion on  the  question  of  Scotch  Education. 
The  right  honourable  Gentleman  in  charge 
of  Scotch  business  in  the  House  was  well 
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aware  that  there  was  a  considerable 
interest  taken  in  the  question,  and  they 
had  endeavoured  from  time  to  time  to 
elicit  from  him  some  information  on  the 
point  brought  forward  by  the  honourable 
Member  for  Caithness,  and  they  had  not 
been  able  to  get  that  information.  It  had 
already  been  brought  to  the  attention  of 
the  House  what  occurred  in  June  1897, 
as  to  the  money  which  was  allotted  to  Scot- 
land, and  the  complaint  was  that  there 
had  been  a  departure  from  the  system  of 
equivalent  grants  for  Scotland.  In  June 
1897,  the  Lord  Advocate,  in  a  series  of 
calculations,  said  that  .the  money  which 
Scotland  would  receive  under  the  grant 
which  was  then  arranged  between  the 
Treasury  and  the  Scottish  Education 
Department  would  be  J&66,000,  made  up 
in  different  ways,  but  in  the  last  resort 
by  a  special  grant  of  1 2s.  per  head  which 
he  estimatea  would  come  to  £26,000. 
The  complaint  he  made  now  was  that, 
having  accepted  that  estimate  of  £26,000 
as  due  to  Scotland  for  this  purpose,  they 
had  not  got  that  money. 

♦Mr.  SPEAKEK  :  I  think  the  honour- 
able Member  will  be  out  of  order  in 
pursuing  that  line  of  argument.  I  under- 
stand lus  argument  to  be  that  in  1897 
statements  were  made  which  induced  the 
House  to  pass  certain  measures,  and  he  is 
now  complaining  that  those  statements 
turned  out  to  be  incorrect.  That  is  a  point 
which  cannot  now  be  discussed.  Rightly 
or  wrongly,  the  House  acted  upon  those 
statements  and  the  Bill  became  law,  and 
the  honourable  Gentleman  cannot  discuss 
on  a  motion  for  adjournment  whether 
those  statements  were  correct  or  not, 
though  it  is  open  to  him  to  contend  that 
the  Government  have  acted  improperly  or 
illegally. 

Captain  SINCLAIR  said  the  exact 
complaint  of  the  Scotch  Memliers  was 
that  whereas  the  estimate  which  the 
Government  made  was  set  down  at 
£26,000,  that  estimate  had  not  been  ful- 
filled, and  they  had  received  in  Scotland 
both  this  year  and  last  year  a  sum  which 
was  very  largely  short  of  what  was 
promised. 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  honourable 
Member  hardly  follows  what  I  said.  I 
repeat  that  it  is  out  of  order  to  go  back 
on  the  arguments  which  induced  the  House 
to  pass  certain  measures. 

Captain  Sinclair. 


Captain  SINCLAIR  pointed  out  that 
what  he  wished  to  put  before  the  House 
was  the  fact  that  a  particular  bargain  had 
not  been  fulfilled,  and  he  contested  the 
conduct  of  the  Government  in  dealing 
with  Scotch  education  in  this  particnkr 
respect.  They  had  given  no  explanation, 
and  he  again  asked  the  Lord  Advocate  if 
he  could  tell  the  House  how  it  was  that 
Scotland  had  not  received  the  amount  kA 
the  estimate  which  had  been  accepted. 

Redistribution. 

Major  RASCH  (Essex,  S.E.)  said  he 
should  like  to  devote  about  five  minutes 
to  the  question  of  redistribution,  and  t^) 
what  a  leading  journal  called  the  scandal 
of  over  representation  in  various  parts  of 
England. 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  honourable 
Member  must  see  that  to  discuss  a  Re<iis- 
tribution  Bill  on  a  motion  for  adjourn- 
ment would  be  to  discuss  a  matter  for 
legislation,  and  that  would  be  entirely 
out  of  order. 

Ceylon  Ordinances. 

Mr.  SCHWANN  (Manchester,  N.)  said 
he  was  exceedingly  obliged  to  the  Secre- 
tary for  the  Colonies  for  having  promised 
them  a  report  on  the  Ceylon  ordinances. 
He  now  desired  to  say  a  few  words  im- 
pugning the  action  of  the  right  honour- 
able Gentleman  and  also  the  action  of  Sir 
West  Ridgeway.  Ho  thought  he  ought 
to  apologise  to  Sir  West  Ridgeway  for  a 
speech  ho  made  upon  a  former  oceasioiu 
because  he  had  discovered  that  the  right 
honourable  Gentleman  himself  was  re- 
sponsible for  the  land  ordinance  in 
Ceylon.  Lord  Selborne,  in  a  speech 
which  he  delivered  in  another  place  a 
short  time  ago  said — 

"  The  amending  ordinance  which  has  been 
violently  attack^  was  not  prepared  on  the 
initiation  of  the  Governor  of  Ceylon,  but  on 
the  direct  instructions  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies." 

Continuing,  Lord  Selborne  said — 

"  If,  therefore,  that  ordinance  is  ill-timed  or 
an  ill-conceived  measure,  the  first  reapun^i- 
bility  rests  not  with  the  Government  of  Ceylon, 
but  with  Her  Majesty's  Grovemment." 

He  was  prepared  to  prove,  in  the 
words  of  Lord  Selborne,  that  this  ordi- 
nance was  bo'th  ill-timed  and  ill-con- 
ceived, and  he  was  not  going  to  base  thai 
simply  upon  his  own  statement  nor  upt)n 
that  of   Mr,   Le   Mesurier.      He   would 
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bring  into  the  witness-box  a  number  of 

fentlemen  who  were  members  of  the 
legislative  Council  of  Ceylon.  The 
Hon.  Mr.  Mitchell,  a  mercantile  member, 
who  is  an  Englishman,  calls  this  ordinance, 
**  A  most  imprincipled  Bill,  devoid  of  all 
the  principles  of  common  honesty."  The 
Hon.  Mr.  Groomard  Swann,  another  mem- 
ber, spoke  of  it  as  "A  vile  ordinance 
which  would  ruin  the  people."  The 
Hon.  Mr.  Christie,  another  Englishman, 
expressed  himself  as  follows  : — 

"  The  ordinance  as  a  whole  was  too  heroic, 
although  His  Excellency  had  foreshadowed  a 
iiolicy  that  would  not  be  heroic.  It  went  too 
tar ;  UMtead  of  untying  the  knot,  it  siniply 
cut  it.  It  Bimply  declared  that  with  one  small 
exception  all  the  .land  in  the  country  >\'a8 
(^rovirn  land,  and  they  had  got  to  prove  it  was 
not.'* 

The  Hon.  Sir  John  Grinlinton,  the 
general  European  member,  did  not  think 
the  Gk>vemment  ever  contemplated  the 
execution  of  such  an  arbitrary  law.  He 
thought  that  showed  that  the  statement 
made  by  the  right  honourable  Gentleman 
in  this  House,  and  by  Lord  Salisbury  in 
another  place,  that  this  ordinance  had 
met  with  general  approval  was  without 
foundation.  With  regard  to  the  news- 
papers of  Ceylon — some  of  them  which 
had  always  taken  a  Conservative  line  in 
all  matters  concerning  the  Colony — what 
did  they  say  1  They  described  the  passing 
of  this  ordinance  as  blackmail,  and  as 
inflicting  gross  and  bitter  hardship  upon 
the  natives.  Since  the  various  articles 
condemning  the  ordinance  had  appeared 
in  the  various  Ceylon  papers  he  had 
received  from  the  Association  of  Planters 
of  Chillaw  resolutions  in  exactly  the  same 
terms,  and  he  felt  compelled  to  read  their 
statement  because  it  came  from  a  body 
of  men  who  were  impartial,  and  he 
thought  the  House  would  agree  with  him 
that  they  were  people  entitled  to  be 
heard  in  this  House.  At  a  meeting  of 
that  body  the  following  is  what  took 
place.  The  Chairman  moved  a  resolution 
to  the  following  effect : — 

*'  Tliat  the  statement  of  tlie  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies,  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, on  the  20th  March  last,  to  the  effect 
that  '  the  principle  of  land  ordinances  of 
Ceyhm  is  regarded  with  satisfaction  by  the 
vast  maiority  of  the  natives,'  has  no  founda- 
tion, and  this  association  is  of  opinion  that  the 
statement  was  made  by  Mr.  Chamberlain  in 
ignorance  of  facts  and  under  misinformation, 
the  trath  being  that  the  said  ordinances  are, 
both  in  principle  and  in  their  practical  work- 
ing, oppressive  and  extortionate  as  rearards  the 
natives,  amongst  whom  they  have  oeen  the 


cause  of  the  greatest  dissatisfaction  with  the 
Government  from  the  earliest  times. " 

This  motion  was  seconded  bv  Mr. 
Munasinha  and  carried  unanimously.  In 
another  article  the  Ceylon  Standard^  a 
ver^  Imperialistic  paper,  in  a  leading 
article  on  the  7th  of  April,  said  : 

"  That  at  this  time  of  day  any  roan  out<«ide 
the  Government  service  could  be  found  or 
pressed  into  the  service  to  defend  the  policy  of 
this  most  iniquitous  piece  of  legislation  passes 
onlinary  human  comprehension.  We  admire 
the  audacity  of  the  man  who  gravely  and 
fiolemnly  proclaims  that  the  Waste  Liuids 
Ordinance  is  liarmless  and  necessary.  Such  a 
man  cannot  but  stand  condemned  as  being 
ignorant  of  the  most  elementary  principU^s  of 
justice  and  fair  play.'* 

The  same  journal  goes  on  to  say : 

"  The  private  indiridual  in  lawful  possession 
of  his  land  may  be  turned  out,  or  certainly  he 
may  be  prevented  from  reaping  the  fruits  of 
his  labour.  The  land  he  possesses  may  fur- 
nish him  his  sole  income.  It  may  be  the 
entire  support  of  his  family.  Yet  it  may  be 
taken  away  from  him  at  a  moment's  notice. 
He  dare  not  step  on  to  it,  and  thus  reduced  to 
a  state  of  destitution  and  star\'ation  he  may 
be  told  to  bring  his  action  against  the  Crown 
and  prove  that  the  land  is  his.  This  is  no 
fanciful  picture.  This  has  repeatedly  hap- 
pened in  our  Courts.  It  is  doubly  cruel  to 
treat  the  villager  thus,  because  the  Government 
officials  know  that  90  per  cent,  of  our  village 
lands  are  claimed  by  virtue  of  prescriptive 
possession.  To  deprive  a  man  of  his  only 
source  of  income,  tf)  take  possession  of  the 
fruits  of  his  labour,  and  then  to  compel  him 
to  bring  an  action  to  establish  his  title  is  a  mon- 
strosity utterly  unworthy  of  any  Government. 
We  may  tell  the  apologists  for  Grovemment 
that  the  Grovemment,  evidently  ashamed  of 
this  piece  of  specisl  legislation,  his  deter- 
minea  to  resort  to  the  regular  tribunals  of  the 
land  and  adopt  the  ordinary  procedure. 

He  was  glad  to  say  that  they  had  been 
forced  to  do  that  by  the  action  of  the 
Colonial  judges.  He  called  attention  to 
these  matters  because  there  was  a  new 
ordinance  going  to  be  introduced  which 
was  likely  to  affect  most  seriously  the 
interests  of  the  villagers '  of  Cevlon, 
because  at  the  end  of  it  there  was  a  clause 
which  glossed  over  and  whitewashed  any 
irregularities  which  might  have  been 
committed  by  the  Grovemment.  There 
was  another  mis-statement  made  in 
another  place  by  Lord  Selbome,  which 
he  felt  bound  to  correct,  or  other^vise  it 
might  be  accepted  as  the  truth. 

Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  Older !  The 
honourable  Member  is  quite  in  order  in 
calling  attention  to  these  matters,  but  he 
is  obviously  replying  in  detail  to  a  speech 
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made  in  the  House  of  Lords,  and  he  is 
not  in  order  in  doing  that. 


Mr.   SCHWANN  said  he  desired  to 
draw   the   attention   of  the  House   very 
strongly  to  this  fact,  because  he  thought 
they  would  be  disposed  to  take  up  the 
protection   of  the   village   population   of 
Ceylon.     It  Avas   not   a  very   entrancing 
subject,  but  this  House   was  responsible 
for  the  rightful  enjoyment  of  property  by 
these  races,  and  it  would  be   wrong    to 
allow   this   opportunity   to  pass  without 
drawing  the  attention  of  the  right  honour- 
able  Gentleman   to   the  past  working  of 
the  ordinance,  and  the  opinion  which  had 
been   formed   in  Ceylon  of  the  extreme 
gravity   of    the    situation.       The     right 
honourable  Gentleman   seemed  to  under- 
rate entirely  the   gravity  of  the  action 
which  he  had  caused  to  be  carried  out  on 
his  own  initiative  in  that  island.     The  pre- 
siding magistrate  heard  the  defence,  and 
then  the  case  was  carried  to  another  court, 
where   the  native   had  to   come  up   and 
prove  his  right  to  the  land  he  occupied. 
It    was    an    exceedingly    difficult    thing 
for  a  poor  peasant  in  that  country,  with- 
out a  knowledge  of  the  law,  to  bo  forced 
to   prove   in   a   court   of    law   his  right 
to    lands    which    had    been    from'    time 
immemorial   in  the   hands  of   his   prede- 
cessors.     He   wished    to    impress    most 
strongly    upon     the     right     honourable 
Gentleman  the  view  which  was  held  now 
by  all  classes  of  the  population,  and  of  the 
labouring  classes  who  had  been  despoiled 
of  their  land,   and   which  had  been  ex- 
pressed by  the  papers  which  represented 
the  public  opinion   of  the   moment,  and 
which  had  been  expressed  by  the  judges 
in  unmistakable  terms,  that  there  was  a 
great  want  of  satisfaction  with  the  work- 
ing   of   this   ordinance.       As   there   was 
another  Act  which  was  likely   to   bo  still 
more  strongly  used  against  the  people  of 
Ceylon,    he   hoped   the  right  honourable 
Gentleman  would  take  into  full  considera- 
tion the  seriousness  of  the  case,  and  take 
all   means   in   his   power  to  diminish  the 
oppression   with   which   these  Acts  were 
being  carried  out  in  that  island. 

Mk.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN:  The  hon- 
oural)le  Gentleman  opposite  says  he  hopes 
upon  another  occiision  that  he  will  be  able 
to  go  more  into  detail  on  this  (juestion. 
I  caimot  underetand  why,  under  those 
circumstances,  he  should  have  taken  ad- 
vantage  of   this   occasion   to  repeat  the 


statement  which  he  made  on  a  previous 
occasion  and  which  evidently  he  is  going 
to  repeat  again.  I  am  always  perfectly 
ready  to  meet  any  attack,  but  I  think  it 
is  a  disadvantage  when  a  subject  of  this 
kind,  which  involves  a  reference  to  a 
great  number  of  documents,  is  brought  up 
without  any  longer  notice  than  is  gi>eii 
in  a  letter  delivered  to  me  some  time  aft-er 
I  came  into  the  House,  and  in  which  mj 
honourable  friend  says  he  is  prepared  t«j 
attack  a  statement  made  in  another  place. 
and  which,  of  course,  the  honourable 
Member  knows  as  well  as  I  do,  cannot  l»e 
properly  discussed  here  under  the  Orders 
of  the  House.  The  honourable  Member 
states  that  his  object  was 

"  To  call  attention  to  the  past  working  of 
certain  ordinances  in  Ceylon  to  the  extreme 
gravity  of  the  situation,  and  to  the  opinion  of 
all  classes  of  the  people  of  Ceylon." 

But,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  honourable 
Member  said  nothing  to  inform  the 
House  as  to  the  nature  and  character  of 
these  ordinances  or  of  their  working,  and 
the  only  infonnation  he  gave  as  to  the 
opinions  of  the  population  was  to  quote 
the  views  of  certain  individuals  who  are 
members  of  the  legislative  body,  and  the 
opinion  of  certain  newspapers.  In  Ceylon, 
as  elsewhere,  there  is  an  Opposition  as 
well  as  a  Government,  and  that  opposition 
generally  finds  fault  with  the  legislation 
of  the  country.  Now  if  you  take  as  the 
general  opinion  of  the  people  the  opinions 
expressed  in  the  organs  of  the  Opposition 
in  reference  to  the  legislation  of  the 
Government,  you  will  be  sure  to  come  to 
a  very  inaccurate  conclusion  indeed.  I 
repeat  here  what  I  have  said  upon  a 
previous  occasion,  that,  according  to  the 
very  best  information  which  I  am  able  to 
obtain — a  good  deal  of  which  will  no  doubt 
appear  in  the  Papers  which  I  have  pro- 
mised, for  which  the  honourable  Gentle- 
man is  too  impatient  to  wait it   will 

appear  from  those  papers  that,  at  all 
events,  these  ordinances  are  not  genendly 
unpopular,  but  on  the  contrary  I  believe 
that  they  are  generally  approved  of.  If 
the  House  will  consider  for  a  moment 
what  this  legislation  is,  honourable  Mem- 
bers will  see  good  reason  for  believing 
that  I  am  correct  in  that  view.  This 
legislation  is  intended  to  protect  the  com- 
munity against  the  individual,  and  it  is  a 
most  extraordinary  thing  that  the  honour- 
able Member  opposite,  who  calls  himself 
an  advanced  Radical,  shoidd  on  this  oc- 
casion get  up  and  take  up  the  case  of  the 
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iiulividual  as  against  the  community.  In 
sill  the  land  legislation  we  undertake  in 
this  House,  we  find  that  honourable 
^  I  embers  opposite  always  claim  that  the 
rights  of  individuals  shoukl  not  be  al- 
lowed to  prejudice  the  claims  and  rights 
of  the  community.  But  in  this  particu- 
lar case,  where  the  natives  are  concerned 
ill  a  distant  dependency,  the  honourable 
CTentleman  takes  up  the  case  of  Mr.  Le 
^lesurier,  a  land  speculator,  and  other 
persons  of  the  same  kidney,  as  against 
the  interests  of  the  whole  of  the  people. 
When  the  charge  takes  a  more  definite 
form  I  shall  be  prepared  to  answer  it, 
hut  at  present  I  can  add  nothing  to  the 
statement  which  I  made  upon  a  previous 
occasion. 

Mr.  ELLIS  J.  GRIFFITH  ^Anglesey) 
siiid  the  right  honoural)le  Gentleman 
had  not  followed  the  advice  which  he  had 
given  to  the  honourable  Member  for 
North  Manchester,  for  he  had  himself  care- 
fully avoided  all  reference  to  the  nature 
and  character  of  the  land  ordinances.  He 
was  sure  that,  on  whichever  side  of  the 
House  they  sat,  honourable  Members 
would  admit  that  they  best  looked  after 
the  interests  of  the  community  by  looking 
after  the  interests  of  the  individual.  If 
lie  rememl>ere<l  aright,  the  doctrine  of 
**  ransom  "  which  was  once  arlvocated  by 
the  right  honourable  Gentleman  was  to 
take  away  from  the  rich  and  give  to  the 
poor.  These  ordinances,  however,  took 
away  from  the  poor  to  give  to  the  Govern- 
ment ;  so  that  a  very  great  change  had 
taken  place  within  the  last  few  years 
with  regard  to  the  doctrine  of  "  ransom." 
But  however  that  might  be,  it  was  un- 
necessary now  to  enter  into  personalities. 
They  had  a  perfect  right  to  refer  to 
Members  of  that  House  as  politicians,  but 
what  was  the  good  of  referring  to  Mr.  Le 
Mesurier  as  a  land  speculator  and  **  persons 
of  that  kidney,"  for  even  Mr.  Le  Mesurier 
was  entitled  to  justice.  Upon  another 
oc(Nision  the  right  honourable  Gentleman 
allude<l  to  Mr.  Le  Mesurier  not  only  as  a 
land-grabber  but  also  as  a  wife-grabber. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBEULAIN:  No,  no  I 
The  honourable  Gentleman  misrepresents 
nie.  Wliat  I  said  on  a  previous  occasion 
I  have  repeated  to-<lav,  that  this  Mr. 
Le  Mesurier  is  a  land  speculator  who 
1>ought  large  quantities  of  land  or  doubt- 
ful claims  from  the  natives  at  a  very  low 
rate,  and  he  is  prosecuting  them  against 
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the  Government,  which  in  this  case  repre- 
sents the  community.  I  also  said  that 
Mr.  Le  Mesurier,  having  failed  to  obtain 
a  divorce  from  his  wife,  ha<l  declared 
himself  a  Mahomedan  and  married  a 
second  wife. 

Mr.  ELLIS  J.  GRIFFITH  pointed  out 
that  Mr.  Le  Mesurier  had  offered  to  give 
to  the  GU)vemment  all  the  land  at  the 
price  he  gave  for  it  if  the  Government 
would  restore  it  to  the  people  to  whom  it 
originally  belonged.  As  to  this  divorce, 
Mr.  Le  Xlesurier  obtained  it  in  the  Lower 
Courts  of  Ceylon  on  absolutely  irresistible 
evidence,  but  when  he  went  to  the  Higher 
Court  a  technical  objection  was  taken  that 
a  marnage  contracted  in  England  could 
not  be  dissolved  in  Ceylon.  That  technical 
objection  was  fatal,  and  after  that  Mr.  Le 
Mesurier  became  a  Mahomedan.  The 
right  honourable  Gentleman  himself 
should  be  the  last  person  in  this  House  to 
complain  of  a  person  changing  his  religion 
or  anything  else.  He  could  quite  under- 
stand that  a  man  could  conscientiously 
become  a  Mahomedan.  Many  citizens  of 
the  Queen  were  Mahomedans,  and  why 
should  they  make  so  much  of  a  man  be- 
coming a  Mahomedan  ?  They  sent  out 
missionaries  to  India  to  make  Christians 
of  Mahomedans,  and  he  failed  to  see  any- 
thing wrong  in  a  Christian  becoming  a 
Mahomedan.  With  respect  to  this  ordi- 
nance, what  he  complained  of  was  that  it 
referred  to  all  uncultivated  land,  and  to 
all  land  that  had  not  been  in  constant 
cultivation  for  five  years  continuously. 
Anyone  who  knew  anything  about  Ceylon 
knew  that  the  cultivation  of  land  there 
was  intermittent.  Was  it  not  a  scandalous 
thing  that,  according  to  the  doctrine  of 
"  ransom,"  the  Government  were  going  to 
confiscate  all  this  land  which  had  not 
been  cultivated  for  five  years  in  succes- 
sion 1  There  was  only  one  remedy  for 
this  state  of  things  in  Ceylon,  and  that 
was  to  have  some  sort  of  an  independent 
inquiry.  They  had  heard  a  great  deal 
about  Sir  West  Ridgeway,  but  his  career 
as  an  administrator  had  not  been  very 
fortimate.  The  right  honourable  Gentle- 
man had  alluded  to  the  newspapers  in 
Ceylon,  but  it  was  not  a  fair  analog)^  to 
compare  them  with  the  newspapers  in 
this  country.  There  was  only  one  papei 
in  Ceylon  which  supported  this  ordinance, 
and  that  was  a  paper  owned  by  the 
Government  solicitor.  The  right  honour- 
able Gentleman  got  all  his  iniormation 
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from  the  officials,  and  what  they  asked 
was  that  instead  of  doing  this  he  should 
get  his  information  from  some  impartial 
or  independent  pereons.  If  the  right 
honourable  Gentleman  would  take  the 
trouble  to  inquire  carefully  into  this 
matter  he  would  find  that  these  ordinances 
were  unfair,  unjust,  and  an  oppression 
upon  the  native  population  of  Ceylon. 

Mr.  PIRIE  said  he  had  spent  three 
years  on  the  staff  in  India,  and  he  could 
refute  any  charge  against  Mr.  Le  Mesurier 
as  far  as  oppression  upon  the  natives  was 
concerned,  for  he  did  not  think  there  was 
any  man  against  whom  that  charge  could 
be  urged  with  less  reason. 

Scottish  Affairs — Liquor  Reform — 
Army  Statistics. 

What  he  desired,  however,  to  bring  before 
the  House  was  the  persistent  disregard,  as 
far  as  Scotch  wishes  and  opinion  were 
concerned,  of  the  various  subjects  which 
came  before  the  House  this  Session. 
There  had  been  an  utter  disregard  of 
temperance  reform,  and  he  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  not  many 
days  ago  what  the  intentions  of  the 
Government  were  in  view  of  the  facts 
given  in  favour  of  a  Local  Veto  Bill  in 
Scotland.  The  Government  did  not  seem 
to  be  aware  of  the  fact  that  there  had 
been  a  very  strong  demand  from  Scotland 
for  oA'cr  a  quarter  of  a  century  in  favour 
of  temperance  reform.  He  thought  great 
fault  was  to  be  found  with  the  Govern- 
ment in  reganl  to  their  deliberate  policy 
of  concealment  from  this  House  as  re- 
garded the  furnishing  of  statistics  showing 
the  strength  of  the  various  battalions  of 
sokliers.  He  hopetl  that  an  opportunity 
woukl  be  found  upon  the  discussion  of 
the  salarv  of  the  Secretarv  of  State  for 
War  of  bringing  up  this  matter  more 
fully.  He  emphasised  the  fact  that  as 
long  as  the  same  physical  (jualifications 
at  present  in  force  obtained,  accuracy  as 
reganlc<l  the  age  of  soldiers  and  other 
statistics  was  impossible.  They  woukl 
obtain  more  accuracy  as  to  age  by  looking 
at  the  teeth  than  by  the  present  system, 
and  the  practice  which  obtained  in  this 
country  of  enlisting  })oys  was  al)soliitcly 
inhuman,  and  the  sooner  it  was  changed 
the  better. 

Scottish  Affairs. 
*Mk.   AVEIR  said  he  had  one  or  two 
Mr.  Ellis  J.  Gnffifh, 


mattera  to  which  he  desired  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House.     First  there  wa^ 
the   question   of    dog  licences    and     the 
rules,    adopted    in    Scotland    by    Inland 
Revenue  Officers.     AVhat   he  wishe<l   to 
impress  upon   those    in  charge    of    thi^ 
questioiT  was  that  each  officer  should  not 
be  a  law  unto  himself.     The  burden  of 
these  dog  taxes  was  a  very  serious  matter 
indeed  to  the  poor  cottars  and  crofters,  to 
whom  7s.  6d.  a  year  was  a  very  serious 
item.    Honourable  Members  in  this  Hou.se 
might  think  it  a  small  matter,  but  it  was 
no  small  matter  to  the  poor  croftei-s  in 
the  Highlands.     A  few  days  ago  he  got 
a  Return  from  the  Scottish  Office  show- 
ing that,  out  of  800  boys  attending  thf 
navigation  classes  in  Scotland   during  a 
certain  period,  nearly  700  came  from  the 
Highland  crofting  counties.    He  did  think 
that  some  efforts  shoukl  be  made  to  giM* 
Highland  hoys  an  opportunity  of  joiniii:,' 
the    Navy,    and    he    trusted     that    tlu- 
Admiralty  would   make  some  efforts  tn 
send  up  a  training  ship  not  for   a   few 
hours,  but  for  a  few  weeks,  in  oifler  Xo 
afford  those  )>oys  who  are  so  accustonierl 
to  sea  life,  and  who  would  make  8plen<h<l 
sailors,    an   opportunity   of   joining   t  Ik- 
Navy.      With    reference  to   the    fishery 
cniisers,  he  found  from  a  Retuni  issue* I 
the  other  da}'  that    Her  Majesty's  ship 
"Jackal"  had  only  been  at  sea  47  chiV'^ 
out  of  119.     Surelv  there  must  he  some- 
thing  radically  wrong,    these   )>oats  an- 
wanted  to  look  after  the  trawlers,  an.l 
instead  of  doing  this  work  the  Admiralty 
cruiser  lies  idle  in  Stornowav  Harlxmi. 
He   thought   the   Fisher}''   Board    sh( ml.  1 
have  power  to  see  that  these  police  boat^ 
do  their  duty,  and  should  not  be  allow  el 
to  skulk  away    half    their  time.    They 
would  hear  less  of  this  illicit  trawlini;  \i 
more  attention  was  paid  to  these  \h*luv 
boats.     Now  he  came  to  a  question  for  t!i< 
Lord  Advocate  pure  and  simple.     Whn: 
he  wished  to  urge  upon  the  Scottish  Otfi*  ♦• 
was  this  :  they  offered  to  proviile  half  af. 
acre  of  waste  land  for  the  fishennen  u 
some  part  of  the  Island  of  Lewis.     H' 
thought  that  ^♦'ith  a  couple  of  acres  of  that 
waste  land  the  fishermen  would  l»e  a''!* 
to  maintain  themselves  during  the  |)eriH} 
of  the  year  when  the}'  could  not  soli  thrii 
fish.     He    did    hope    that   the    Scotti>h 
Office  would  pay  some  attention  to  ihb 
matter.     He  calle<l  the  attention  of  the 
Lord  Advocate  to  the  way  in  which  sirJ 
was  silting  up  in  some  of  the  harlMjurs  in 
the  Highlands  of  Scotland,  and  pointt'^i 
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out  that  although  the  matter  had  been 
brought  to  the  notice  of  the  Scottish 
Otiicc  nothing  had  been  done. 

Mr.  COLVILLP]  (Lanark,  N.E.)  rose 
to  call  attention  to  the  neglect  of  the 
Scotch  Office  in  the  matter  of  providing 
.'uicquate  accommodation  for  the  pupil 
teachers  of  Scotland.  He  desired  to  say 
there  was  a  strong  feeling  in  Scotland 
that  the  people  did  not  obtain  the  pro- 
portion of  money  for  education  to  which 
they  were  entitled.  The  promises  of  the 
Scotch  Office  had  not  been  fulfilled  with 
regard  to  technical  education.  He  hoped 
something  would  now  be  done  in  the 
matter. 

Transvaal  Affairs. 

♦Mr.  J.  BRYN  ROBERTS  (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion)  called  attention  to  the  atti- 
tude assumed  by  the  Colonial  Secretary 
in  intermeddling  with  the  internal  affairs 
of  the  Transvaal.  He  said  it  was  im- 
possible to  peruse  the  Conventions  of 
1881  and  1884  without  coming  to  the 
conclusion  that  we  had  no  right  whatever 
to  interfere  in  the  internal  affairs  of  the 
Transvaal.  On  the  contrary,  the  Trans- 
vaal was  absolutely  independent  in  every 
respect  except  one,  which  was  that  if 
they  concluded  a  treaty  with  any  foreign 
Government  it  was  to  be  submitted  to  the 
Queen,  and  should  not  be  valid  if  Her 
Majesty  disapproved  of  it  within  six 
months.  Under  the  Convention  of  1884 
the  Republic  was,  so  far,  as  independent 
of  us  as  any  other  Power  in  the  world. 
It  was  impossible  for  any  person  to  say 
that  we  had  any  right  over  the  Transvaal 
State  except  such  a  right  as  we  had  with 
any  other  State — the  right  of  friendly 
remonstrance.  The  questions  affecting 
the  Transvaal  in  which  this  coimtry  was 
asked  to  interfere  were  purely  domestic 
(juestions,  which  had  troubled  the  earlier 
yeai's  of  every  other  civilised  State. 
There  was  not  one  of  the  grievances  of 
the  Uitlanders  in  the  Transvaal  which 
had  not  or  had  in  the  p^ust  its  counterpart 
in  England,  especially  with  regard  to  the 
franchise,  which  was  only  given  to  the 
middle  classes  in  1832,  while  the  working 
clas.ses  only  obtained  it  in  1865  and  1885. 
Would  anybody  suggest  that  that  gave  a 
right  to  a  foreign  rower  to  interfere  in 
our  affairs  1  It  was  weak  and  imbecile  on 
the  part  of  the  Uitlanders  to  make 
whining  applications  to  another  country 


to  help  them  to  obtain  the  franchise. 
There  was  the  gravest  reason  for  with- 
hokling  the  franchise  to  some  extent  from 
the  Uitlaiider  population.  It  was  a 
mining  {)opulation  who  had  gone  to  the 
Transvaal  not  for  the  purpose  of  settling 
there,  but  for  the  purpose  of  speculating, 
making  money,  and  then  retiu-ning  to 
England.  Such  persons  were  not  entitled, 
and  ought  not  to  be,  to  the  franchise, 
which  wiis  only  intended  to  be  given  to 
those  who  were  resolved  to  make  the 
country  their  permanent  home.  That  is 
why  a  long  term  of  residence  was  recjuired 
before  it  was  granted.  He  ventured  to 
say  that  not  one  per  cent.,  or  one  in  a 
thousand  of  the  emigrant  population  ever 
returned  or  intended  to  return  to  thih, 
country  when  they  went  to  America, 
except  for  short  visits  ;  but  that  was  not 
the  case  in  the  Transvaal.  The  Uitlanders 
were  admitted  to  the  franchise  for  the 
Second  Volksraad  within  two  years,  and 
if  they  had  no  voice  in  the  election  of 
the  First  Volksraivd  or  of  the  Presi- 
dent, Englishmen  had  no  voice  in  the 
constitution  of  the  House  of  Lords  or  in 
the  appointment  of  the  Head  of  the  State. 
It  was  said  that  the  mining  industry  was 
taxed  beyond  endurance.  All  informa- 
tion coming  from  South  Africa  was  to  be 
looked  on  with  the  gravest  suspicion,  be- 
cause the  metropolitan  papers,  with  one 
or  two  exceptions,  were  under  the  control 
of  the  Rhodesian  capitalists,  and  misrepre- 
sentations of  the  gi'ossest  character  were 
circulated.  The  taxation  on  the  mining 
industry  was  less  in  the  Transvaal  than  in 
any  other  important  mining  country  in 
the  world.  An  unbiassed  investigation  of 
the  facts  must  lead  any  honest  man  to  the 
conclusion  that  we  had  been  trying  to 
pick  a  quarrel  with  the  Trans va«il.  As  to 
the  petition  which  had  been  presented  to 
the  Queen,  everyone  knew  how  signa- 
tures to  petitions  were  obtained.  In  this 
country  they  cost  Is.  a  hundred  ;  in  the 
Transvaal  they  cost  4s.  The  attempt  that 
had  been  madq  by  certain  Rhodesian 
speculatoi-s,  who  seemed  to  have  a  mag- 
netic influence  over  the  Colonial  Secre- 
tary, would  fail  ;  and  the  country  was 
under  a  debt  of  obligation  to  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  for  standing 
against  the  influence  of  these  speculators. 

Scottish  Affairs. 

Mr.  CALD^VELL  (Lanarkshire,  Mid) 
thought    he    was    entitled    to    ask    the 
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Government  what  legislatiion  the  Govern- 
ment proposed  to  bring  forward  for  Scot- 
land. Hitherto  the  session  had  been 
barren  of  any  attempt  to  fulfil  the  real 
wishes  of  the  Scotch  people,  and  when 
measures  which  really  concerned  the  social 
welfare  of  Scotland  were  brought  for- 
ward the  Scotch  Members  were  outvoted 
by  English.  He  also  complained  of  the 
arrangement  by  which  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  had  no  place  in  this  House,  and 
had  therefore  no  opportunity  of  keeping 
himself  in  touch  with  Scottish  Members. 
He  reminded  the  House  of  the  fact  that 
Scotch  law  was  essentially  different  from 
the  English  law.  An  Act  of  Parliament 
was  never  passed  unless  there  were  cer- 
tain things  to  be  reserved  in  its  appli- 
cation to  Scotland.  In  dealing,  therefore, 
with  a  country  whose  laws  were  different 
from  those  in  England,  he  ventured  to  say 
that  they  ought  to  have  those  laws  in 
accordance  with  the  sentiments  of  the 
Scotch  people.  No  one,  of  course,  could 
doubt  tne  loyalty  of  the  people  of  Scot- 
land. As,  therefore,  with  the  exception 
of  one  little  Bill,  there  was  no  legislation 
for  Scotland  before  Parliament,  he  thought 
they  were  entitled  to  resist  the  Adjourn- 
ment. Another  point  which  he  com- 
plained of  with  regard  to  Scotch  matters 
was  that  they  had  not  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  in  the  representative  Chamber. 
That  was  a  most  serious  matter  having 
regard  to  the  arrangements  in  connection 
with  the  other  Departments.  In  the  case 
of  the  Finance  Act,  for  instance,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  full 
power  to  make  concessions,  as  was  shown 
in  the  proceedings  the  other  day.  Then, 
again,  in  the  case  of  the  London  Govern- 
ment Bill,  the  right  honourable  Gentleman 
in  charge  of  the  measure  was  able  to 
make  concessions  from  time  to  time, 
tending,  he  had  no  doubt,  to  the  great 
improvement  of  the  Bill.  On  the  other 
hand,  what  did  they  do  when  they  had  not 
the  representative  of  a  Department  in  the 
House  ?  Take,  for  instance,  the  notorious 
case  of  the  Vice-President  of  the  Council. 
AVhat  was  the  use  of  him  in  that  House 
when  his  head  was  in  the  other  House  ? 
He  was  more  than  useless  in  the  Com- 
mons. Again,  take  the  Scotch  business. 
What  was  the  advantage  of  having  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  in  the  other 
House  ?  He  had  no  desire  to  be  dis- 
respectful to  the  Lord  Advocate,  but 
what  was  the  reason  why  thy  had  a 
Secretary  for  Scotland  at  all?    It  was 

Mr.  Caldwell. 


that  they  might  have  a  man  who  was  in 
touch  with  the  constituencies  and  Scotch 
members  on  both  sides  of  the  House. 
Well,  what  took  place  at  the  present 
moment  ?  If  there  was  any  Scotch  busi- 
ness the  Lord  Advocate  simply  came 
down  to  the  House  holding  a  brief  for  the 
Department,  and  receiving  his  instructions 
beforehand.  He  listened  to  the  debate, 
but  he  could  not  depart  one  iota  from  hi.*: 
instructions.  Was  that  fair  to  the  House 
when  in  the  case  of  the  other  Depart- 
ments most  important  changes  were  made 
owing  to  the  discussion  that  took  place  7 
He  was  bound  to  say  that  that  was  not  a 
satisfactory  way  of  doing  the  business  of 
the  House.  The  Lord  Advocate  came  to 
the  House  as  a  counsel — not  as  a  states- 
man. He  did  not  exercise  his  own  inde- 
pendent judgment.  If  he  were  really  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland,  he  (Mr.  Caldwell) 
would  not  object,  but  he  did  object  be- 
cause he  came  with  his  hands  and  tongue 
practically  tied,  and  did  nothing  but 
what]the  permanent  officials  in  the  Depart- 
ment had  given  him  instructions  to  do. 
With  respect  to  the  grant  made  in  1877, 
he  claimed  that  they  were  entitled  to  ask 
the  Government  to  reconsider  the  matter. 

*Mr.  SPEAKER  reminded  the  honour- 
able Member  that  ho  was  traversing  the 
ruling  he  had  laid  down. 

Mr.  CALDWELL  bowed  to  the 
Speaker's  ruling.  Proceeding,  he  said, 
there  was  one  other  matter  which  ha^i 
been  referred  to  by  his  honourable  frieml 
the  Member  for  North-East  Lanark  (Mr. 
Colville),  and  that  was  the  want  of  pri> 
per  training  colleges  for  the  teachers  in 
Scotland.  There  was  a  great  demand  for 
trained  teachers,  but  those  who  had  servo<l 
as  pupil  teachers,  undergone  all  their 
examinations,  and  become  qualified  to  ho 
trained  as  teachers  could  not  get  admission 
to  the  training  colleges  simply  because 
there  was  not  room.  He  understood 
perfectly  well  the  reason  why  the  Govern- 
ment did  not  increase  the  number  of  train- 
ing colleges.  The  Government  could  nut 
caJl  upon  the  denominations  to  increase 
the  training  colleges  because  they  were 
private  property ;  these  colleges  wen* 
practically  maintained  at  the  expense  "t 
the  State,  and  they  were  bound  to  keep 
up  the  present  system.  This  was  the 
reason  why  they  did  not  adopt  the  plan 
of  having  State  training  colleges. 
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Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Resolved — 

"  That  this  HouHe  at  its  nHing  do  tuljourn 
till  Monilay,  31st  May,  and  that  at  the  con- 
rltision  of  Government  boHlneHS  this  day, 
Mr.  S()eaker  do  adjourn  the  House  mthout 
Question  put." 

MKKCHANT    SHIPPINC;    (LIMITATION 
OF  LIABILITY  OF   SHIPOWNEliS). 

Bill  to  amend  the  Merchant  Shipping 
Act,  1894,  with  respect  to  the  limitation 
of  the  liability  of  Shipowners,  ordered  to 
he  brought  in  by  Mr.  Charles  M^Arthur, 
Sir  Francis  Evans,  Mr.  Warr,  Sir  Charles 
Cayzc!*,  Colonel  Denny,  Sir  John  Leng, 
and  Mr.  VV.  F.  Lawrence. 

SECONDARY    EDUCATION. 
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*Mr.  weir  again  called  attention  to 
the  grievance  as  to  dog  licences  in  the 


crofter  districts. 


Mr.  HANBUKY  said  no  doubt  the 
tax  should  be  administered  in  the  same 
way  all  over  the  country,  and  he  would 
see  if  the  same  principles  could  not  be 
applied  consistently  everywhere. 


Resolution  agreed  to. 


CLASS  II. 

£9,446,    to     complete    the    sum    for 
Lunacy  Commission,  England. 


£67,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Mint, 
Bill  for  the   provision    of    Secondary  -  including  Coinage. 
Education,  and  for  other  purposes  con 


n(»cted  with  Education,  ortlered  to  be 
1  wrought  in  by  Mr.  Evelyn  Cecil,  Mr. 
Talbot,  Mr.  Cripps,  Viscount  Cranborne, 
and  Mr.  Gritfith-Boscawen. 


MERCHANT    SHIPPING    (LIMITATION 
OF  LIABILITY  OF  SHIPO\VNERS) 

BILL. 

"To  amend  The  Merchant  Shipping 
Act,  1894,  with  re8|>ect  to  the  limitation 
of  the  liability  of  Shipowners,"  presented, 
and  read  the  first  time  ;  to  be  read  a 
second  time  upon  Monday,  12th  June, 
and  to  be  printed.    [Bill  221.] 


£9,274,     to    complete    the    sum    for 
National  Debt  Office. 


*Mr.  weir  calle<l  attention  to  the 
fact  that  the  officials  connected  with  this 
Department  were  detained  till  five 
o'clock  on  Saturday  afternoons,  whereas 
those  engaged  in  other  Departments  left 
at  two  o  clock. 


SEC^ONDARY    education    BILL. 


Mr.  HANBURY  said  he  thought  the 
honourable  Member  was  mistaken  in 
supposing  that  the  other  Departments 
always  had  a  Satunlay  half-holiday.  The 
Post  Office  was  the  oidy  Department  he 
"  For  the  provision  of  Secondary  knew  of  where  there  was  a  half-holiday 
Ivducation,  and  for  other  purposes  con-  every  Saturday.  The  matter  was  one 
nected  with  Education,"  presented,  and  ^hich  was,  to  a  great  extent,  left  to 
read  the  first  time ;  to  be  read  a  second  the  discretion  of  the  heads  of  Depart- 
time  upon  Monday,  5th  June,  and  to  be  >  nients 
printed    [Bill  222.] 


SUPPLY  [lOTH  allotted  DAY]. 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 


CIVIL    SERVICES    AND    REVENUE 
departments    estimates,  1899-1900. 

REVESUE  DEPARTMESrS. 


Resolution  agreed  to. 


£14,300,   to    complete    the    sum    for 
Public  Record  Office. 

£13,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Public 
Works  Loan  Commission. 

I      £26,884,   to    complete    the    sum    for 
I  Registrar-General's  Office,  England. 


£1,316,232,   to  complete  the  sum  for  i      £36,393,    to    complete    the    sum    for 


Inland  Revenue. 


Works  and  Public  Buildings  Office. 


1057  .  Supply. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported. 


{COMMONS} 


Supply. 


10o^ 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed — 

"That  a  «um  not  exceeding  £13,000,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Cliarge  which  will 
come  in  course  of  [>ayment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March,  1900,  for 
Her  Majesty's  Foreign  and  other  Secret 
Services. 


Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 


Resolutions  to  be  reported  upon  Thurji- 
day  1st  June  ;  Committee  to  sit  again 
upon  Wednesd«T.y,  31st  May. 


Whereupon,  in  pursuance  of  the  Order 
of  the  House  this  day,  Mr.  Spjeaker 
adjourned  the  House  without  Question 
put. 


Adjourned  at  a  quarter  after  Six 
of  the  clock  till  Wednes- 
day, 31 8t  May. 
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Aberdken,  Earl  of 

Pacific  Cable  Scheme,  Conditions  of  British 
Sulisidy  May  15,  573. 

Abraham,  Mr.  W.  [Cork  Co.,  N.E.] 

Cork  County  Council  Election — Conduct 
of  Mr.  Foott  Matj  6',  40. 

Accidents 

Docks,  Dr.  Tat  ham's  Report — Return  as 
to  Inspection 

Q.    Mr.   Broadhurst;  A.    Sir  M.  W. 
Ridley  May  11,  350. 

■ 

Railway  Servants'    Accidents,    See  that 
Title. 

Accounts,  Public,  Rep.  from  Select    Com. 
May  1(\  300. 

Admiralty,  jSV^  Navy. 
Adulteration  [Food  Prodacts]  Bill 

Petitions  May  11,  320 ;  May  10,  1017. 

Adulteration  of  Food,  See  Sale  of  Food 
and  Drugs  Bill. 
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Africa,  South 

Bechuanaland    Railway    Extension — Mr. 
Rhodes's  Proposals  to  the  Govern- 
ment 
Q.  Mr.  S.  Montagu ;  A.  SirM.  Hicks- 
Beach  May  16,  740. 

King  Williams  Town  Barracks,  Insanitary 
Condition,  etc. 
Q.  Mr.  Ascroft ;    A.   Mr.   Wyndham 
May  11,  323. 

Transvaal,  See  that  Title. 

Troops  for.  Number,  etc. 

^.    Mr.   Dillon  ;    A.   Mr.   Wyndham 
May  19,  1023. 

Africa,  West 

Arrow     Poisons     and    their     Antidotes, 
Analysis  and  Study  of 
Q.  Mr.  Hedderwick  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Cham- 
berlain May  16,  736. 

Sierra  Leone,  See  that  Title. 

TugM'eli,  BLnhop— Libel  Prosecution 

Q.  Sir  W.  Lawson  ;  A,  Mr.  J.  Cham- 
berlain May  11,  345. 

Aged  Deserving  Poor,  See  Old  Age  Pensions. 

Agricultural  Holdings  AcT—LegLslation 
Os.  Mr.  Channing  May  19, 1034  ;  Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour  1039. 
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Agricultural     Interest  —  Government 
Pledges 

0.  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour  May  19,  1040. 

A.GRICULTURAL    PRODUCE,    Ireland,    Return 
presented  May  8^  5. 

Agricultural  Rates  —  Congested  Dis- 
tricts AND  Burgh  Law  Tax  Relief 
[Scotland]  Act,  Returns  presented 
May  18,  908 

Agricultiiral  and  Technical  Instruction 
[Ireland]  Bill 

c.  IR.  May  8,  55 

Agricultural  and  Technical  Instruction 
[Ireland]  Bill 

Financial  Proposals,  Inadequacy  of 

Q,  Mr.  ^rOhee;   A.  Mr.  G.  W.  Bal- 
four May  19,  1031. 

Income  of  Proposed  Board  of  Agriculture 
Q.    Mr.   A.   Moore;   A.   Mr.   G.   W. 
Balfour  May  9,  146. 

Separate  Agricultural  Instruction 

Q.  Mr.  Austin  ;  A.  Mr.  G.  W.  Balfour 
May  18,  936. 

Agriculture,  Board  of 

President — Rt.  Hon.  W.  H.  Long 

Return  presented  May  15,  564,  586. 

AiRD,  Mr.  J.  [Paddington,  N.] 

Ga«  Light  and   Coke  Company  Bill,  3r. 
May  11,  312. 


and  Coatbridge  Water  Bill 

c.  Com.,  Attendance  of  J.  Wilson  onlered 
May  18,  906. 

Aire  and  Oalder  Navigation  Bill 

c.  Con,*  May  15,  580. 

3r.*  May  18,  904. 
/.  1R.»  893 

Albert  Institute,  Salaries  of  Officers, 

ETC. 

0.  Mr.  HemphUl ;  ^.   Mr.  G.  W.  Balfour 


empn 
,607. 


May  15 


All  British  Pacific  Cable  Scheme,  See 
Pacific  Cable  Scheme 

All  Saints'  Church  [Cardiff]  Bill 

/.  Rep,*  May  12,  430. 

Allotments  [London]  Bill 

/.  2r.  May  IS,  435. 

Ambrose,  Dr.  [Mayo,  W.] 

Breafiy    Public  Meeting,  Suppression    of 
May  18,  948. 

America,  See  United  States. 

America,  South— British  Trade  Prospects, 
Report  presented  May  10,  227;  May 
12,  434. 
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Anderson  Institute,  Lerwick,  Dismlssal 
of  Rector 

Q.   Sir  L.  Lyell ;  A.  Mr.  A.    G.  Murmy 

May  12,  482. 

Animals,  Experiments  on  Living  Animals,  Set 
Vivisection 

Anstruther,  Mr.  H.  T.  [St.  Andrews  Burghs] 

Cape  Colony  Mails — Postmaster-General  s 
Objections  to  H.M.  Sbips'  Mail  Ba>!s 
May  11,  353. 

Cork  Telegraph  Staff,  Increase  in  May  11, 
340. 

Donaghadee  Harbour,  Condition  of  May  11^ 
339,  342. 

Irish  Mail  Service — House  of  Comnioas 
Letters  May  8,  44. 

Lurgan  Post  Office,  Site,  etc.  May  8,  45. 

Post  Office  Savings  Banks — Telegraphic 
Withdrawals  May  8,  41. 

Post  Office  Telephone  Exchanges — Retam 
May  11,  340. 

St.  Michael's  Church  Ruins,  Inspection — 
Report  May  12,  489. 

Shomcliffe  Camp,  Rateable  Value,  etc. 
May  11,  324. 

Store  Street  [London]  Letter-box — Time  of 
Collections,  etc.  May  11,  340. 

Telephone  Office  at  Innishowen  Head- 
Violation  of  Coastguard  Rules  May  II, 
326. 

United  States  Mail  Service  —  Relative 
Spee<l  of  Boats  Afay  //,  341. 

Anticosti,  Island  of— EWction  of  Tenants, 
Canadian  Government's  Action 
Q.  Mr.  Hogan ;   A.  Mr.  J.   Chamberlain 
May  16,  736. 

Antrim    Constabulary,    Religious     Dis- 
tinctions 
Q.  Mr.  Macaleese;  A.  Mr.  G.  W.  Balfour 
May  18,  937. 

Appeal  Court 

Judges'  Absence — Supplementary  Jndge 
Q.  Mr.  S.  Evans;  A.  Sir  R.  Welwter 
May  11,  332. 

Supreme  Court  [Appeals]  Bill,  See  that 
Title. 

ARCHDALk,  Mr.  E.  M.  [Fermanagh,  N.] 

Billingsgate  Fish  Tolls  Grievance  May  8, 34 

Fermanagh  Land  Cartes — Additional  Asnis- 
tant  Commissioners  May  8,  33. 

Archives,  Local,  Safe  Custody  of — Legis- 
lation 
Q.    Mr.    Brjxe;    A.    Mr.   A.   J.    Balfour 
May  8,  o\. 

Armagh 

Fair  Rent  Applications,  Number,  etc. 
Q.  Mr.  M*(;hee;  A.  Mr.  G.  W.  Balfour 
May  0,  143. 

Kingscourt,  Keady  and  Armagh  Railway 
BQl.  -      -   - 


See  that  Title. 
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Land  Commission  Sittings,  Number,  etc. 
Q.  Mr.  M*Ghee;  A.  Mr.  G.  W.  Balfour 
May  9y  144. 

Abmenians 

Bishope  detained  in  Jei-usalem  MonantetT 
Q.  Mr.  Stevenson ;  A.  Mr.  Brodrick 
May  15,  592. 

Constantinople  Massacres  of  1896 — Com- 
pensation for  British  Losses 
Q.  Mr.  Stevenson ;  A.  Mr.  Brodrick 
May  9,  154. 

Distress  in  Van 

Q.  Mr.  Stevenson;  A.  Mr.  Brodrick 
May  18,  922. 

Abmy 

Secretary  of  State — Marquess  of  Lans- 
downe. 

Under-Secretary — Mr.  G.  Wyndham. 

Financial  Secretary — Mr.  J.  P.Williams. 

Africa,  South,  Troops  for 

Q,   Mr.  Dillon  ;  A,   Mr.   Wyndham, 
May  19,  1023. 

Barracks,  see  that  Title 

Civil  Convictions  of  Officers — War  Office 
Procedure 
Q.   Mr.  Bowles ;  A.  Mr.  Wyndham, 
May  11,  322. 

Coldstream    Guards  —  Age    and    Service 
Particulars 
Q.     Mr.     Arnold -Forster ;    A.    Mr. 
Wyndham,  May  18,  912. 

Contagious  Diseases  at  Gibraltar 

Q.  Mr.  Pierpoint ;  A .  Mr.  Wyndham, 
May  8,  31. 

Foot  Guards — Position  of  Roster  for  Active 
Service,  &c. 
Q.  Maj.   Kasch  ;    A,  Mr.  Wyndham 
May  9,  150. 

Glamorganshire,    Military    in  —  Cost   of 
Supplies — Reg.  v.  County  Council 
Q,  Mr.  D.  A  Thomas;  A,  Mr.  J.  P. 
Williams  May  8,  30. 

Cirrant,  Maj.,  Promotion  of,  &c. 

Q.  Mr.  Crombie  ;  A,  Mr.  Wyndham 
May  12,  479. 


A,  Mr.  Wyndham 


Horses,  Average  Age,  &c. 
Q.   Maj.    Ka.4cTi 
May  15,  589. 

India,  Sec  that  Title. 

Military  Lands  Provisional  Order  Bill,  See 
that  title. 

Militia,  See  that  Title. 

Onlnance  Factories,  See  that  Title. 

Patriotic  Fund,  Report  presented  May  18, 
909. 

Pay,  &c.,  List  of    Exceptions  presented 
May  15,  664,  586. 

Pensions — ^Deductions  from.  Officers  hold- 
ing Civil  Appointments 

Q,  Capt  Norton;  A.  Mr.   Hanbuiy 
May  15,  600. 

Prisona,  See  that  Title. 


Army — cont. 

Recruiting  fi-om  the  Volunteers 

Os.  Earl  of  Weiiiyss,  Marouess  of 
Lansdowne.  Duke  of  Nortlmmber- 
land  May  15,  565. 

Recruits,  Under- Age,  Discharge,  &c. 

Q.  Mr.  Weir;  A.  Mr.  Wyndham 
May  19,  1022. 

Return,  Preliminary,   presented  May  16* 
691,  727. 

Rifle  Ranges,  See  tliat  Title. 

Ritualistic  Services  at  Brighton,  Soldiers' 
Compulsory  Attendance 
Os.    Lord    Greville,    Lord  Teynham, 
Marquess  of  Lansdowne  May  8,  6. 

Salisbury  Plain,  See  tliat  Title. , 

Shomcliffe  Camp,  Rateable  Value,  &c. 
Q.  Sir  E.  Sassoon  ;  A.  Mr.  Anstruther 
May  11,  324. 

Soldiers,  See  that  Title. 

Statistics 

0.  Mr.  Pine  May  19,  1049. 

Strength  of 

Q.  Col.  Long ;  A.  Mr.  Wyndham  May 
15,  588. 
Volunteers,  See  that  Title. 

Wooldridge,  Colour-Sergeant,  Case  of 

Q.  Capt.  Donelan  ;  A,  Mr.  Wyndham 
May  16,  732. 

Arnold-Forster,  Mr.  H.  O.  [Belfast,  W.] 
Coldstream    (iuards  —  Age    and    Service 
Particulars  May  IS,  912. 

East  London  Water  Bill,  Con.  May  1£,  461. 

Arrow   Poisons   and    their    Antidotes, 
Study  of 
Q.  Mr.  Hedder^'ick ;   A.   Mr.   J.    Cham- 
berlain May  16,  735. 

Artillery  Horses,  Average  Age,  &c. 

Q.  Maj.  Rasch  ;  A.  Mr.  Wyndliam  May  15, 
589. 

Ascension  Day,  Committee  Sittings 
House  of  Lords  Committees 

Q.   Mr.  J.  E.    Ellis;   A.    Mr.   A.   J. 
Balfour  May  11,  335. 
Motion  [Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour]  .May  10,  228. 

ASCROFT,  Mr.  R.  [Oldham] 

Enteric    Fever  at  King  Williams  Town 
Barracksil/rfy  i/,  323 

Hankow,    British    Property    in— Russian 

Action  May  11,  345. 
Paris  Exhibition,  Facilities  for  Exhibitors 

May  16,  737. 

Sanishiri 

Piracy  at— British  Measures  May  11, 

Telegraph  Stotion,  Need  for  May  11, 

OAA 

Telegrams   to  Oldham,  Delay  in   trans- 
mission May  15,  602. 

Train  Wreckers,    Number  of  Convictions 

May  11,  351. 
Wilson,  J.,  Death  of,  in  Prison  May  11, 352. 

2  0  2 


Asq— Bal] 


{INDEX} 
3%  8— 19. 


[Vol.  71. 


AsQUiTH,  Rt.  Hon.  H.  H.  [Fife  E.] 

London  Government  Bill,  Cmn.  May  8,  90, 
125,  126 ;  May  15,  627,  632,  675. 

Seats  for  Shop  Assistants  [England  and 
Ireland]  Bill,  2r.  May  9,  224 

Atlantic,  North,   Winter  Load-line,  S. 
May  13,  550,  557. 

Austin,  Mr.  M.  [Limerick,  W.] 

Agricultural  Instruction,  Ireland,  Need  for 
May  18,  936. 

Austria-Hungary  : 

Sugar  Duties,  Indian  TariflF  Act — Corre- 
spondence with  British  Government 

Q.  Mr.  Marks  ;  A.  Mr.  Brodrick,  May 
11,  329. 

Trade  Report  presented  May  8,  5. 

Ayr  Burgh  Bill 

c.  Con.*  May  8,  24. 

3r.*  May  11,  301. 
L  IR.*  May  13,  'iSl. 

Azores,  Parcel  Post,  Express  Delivery— 
Agi-eement  presented  May  16,  691,  728 

Bailey,  Mr.  J.  [Walworth] 

London  Government  Bill,  Com.  May  18, 
991. 

Bait  Supplies,  Scotland— Establishment  of 
Mussel  Beds 
Q.   Sir  W.   Wetlderbum;  A.   Mr.  A.   G. 
Murray,  May  18,  929 

Baker  Street  &  Waterloo  Bailway  Bill 

V.  Con.*  May  10,  225 

3r.*  May  Hi,  721 
/.  IR.*  May  IS,  893. 

Balfour,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  J.—FirstLfyrd  of  the 
Treasury  [Manchester,  E.] 

Agricultural  Holdings  Act — Legislation 
May  19,  1039 

Archives  and  Records,  Safe  custody  of, 
May  8,  52 

Ascension  Day,  Committee  Sittings,  May 
10,  228  ;  May  11,  335. 

Business  of  the  House,  May  8, 54  ;  May  9, 
157,  158  ;  May  11, 334, 350,  425  ;  May  12, 
491  ;  May  10,  750 ;  May  18,  940 

Celtic  Ornaments  Committee  Recommend* 
ations,  May  li,  490 

Chui-ch  Discipline  Bill,  2r.  May  10,  285, 
286 
Suspension  of  Wednesday  Afternoon 
Rule  May  9,  158 

Convocations  of  Canterbury  and  York, 
Joint  Sittings,  May  9,  147 

Eklucation,  Scotland 

Finance  May  19,  1039 

Minute,  Day  for  Discussion  May  11, 
335,354 

4 


Balfour,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  3.—roni. 

London  Government  Bill,  Com.  May  8,  62, 
63,65,66,72,81,82,92,113,  119,  12U; 
May  9, 159, 162, 166, 170,171, 173, 174, 
183,  184,  200,  201,  205,  206,  207,  2iJ8, 
209,  217,  218 ;  May  15,  609,  610,  611, 
612,  616,  617,  619,  622,  628,  633,  &KI, 
642,  647,  652,  654,  664,  665,  666,  667, 
669,  671,  673,  674,  676 ;  May  16,  755, 
757,  758,  759,  765,  766,  767,  768.  769. 
770,  771,  775,  778,  779,  782,  783,  786, 
789,  791,  798,  801,  808,  814,  818.  83), 
823,  826,  831 ;  May  18,  969,  970,  972, 
975,  978,  986,  987,  988,  990 ;  May  IS, 
996,  1001,  1002,  1008,  1013 

Parochial  Charities — Effect  of  Bill  on 
May  12,  491. 

Marine  Insurance  Bill — Date  of  Introduc- 
tion May  11,  333. 

North  Sea  Fisheries  Conference — Date,  etc. 
May  11,  334. 

Soudan  Campai^  —  Grant  to  Lord 
Kitchener,  Notice  of  Motion  May  19, 
1033.- 

Temperance  Reform  in  Scotland  May  10* 
746. 

Transvaal  and  Orange  Free  State,  Diplo- 
matic Intercourse  vdtXi  May  8,  52. 

Balfour,  Rt.  Hon.  G.  W.— Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  [Leeds,  Central] 

Agriculture    and    Technical    Instruction 
[Ireland]  Bill,  iR.  May  8,  55,  59,  60. 

Financial  Proposals  May  19,  1031. 

Income  of  Proposed  Board  of  Agricul- 
ture May  9,  147. 

Separate  Agricultural  Instruction  May 
18,  936. 

Alhert  and  Munster  Institutes,  Salaries  of 
Officers,  etc.  May  15,  608. 

Ballyconnell  District  Council  Election— 
Spoilt  Voting  Papers  May  16,  749. 

Breaffy  Public  Meeting,  Suppresnion  of 
May  16,  747;  May  18,  938,  949,  952, 
954. 

Church  Fund— Effect  of  Tithe  Rent-char^^ 
Bill  on  May  15,  607. 

Civil  Service  Examinations — Irish  Moni- 
toiV  Allowance  May  12,  486. 

Congested  Districts  Board,  Income,  etc. 
May  18,  939. 

Constabulary 

Cadets,  Period  of  Service,  Qualifica- 
tions, etc.  May  9,  143. 

Constitution  of,  Control,  &c. — Inquiry 
May  9,  142. 

District  Inspectors*  Pay  May  9,  146 

Pensions,  Commutation  of  May  7.^,1032 

Religious  Distinctions  in  County  An- 
trim May  18,  937. 

Dillon    Estate,    Purcliase    by    Congested 
Districts  Boaiil  May  13,  490 

Fair  Rent  Applications 

Armagh    and    Down,    Number,  i&c 
May  9,  143. 

Carrickmacross,    Delay  in   Decisions 
May  16,  749. 
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Balfour,  Rt.  Hon.  G.  W.—cotit 

Fennanagh  Land  Cases  —  Additional 
Assistant  Commissioners  May  8,  34. 

Fish — Freight  Charges  on  Irisli  Railways 
May  9,  141. 

Fishery  Board — Reconstitution,  &c.  May  9^ 
145. 

Foott,  Mr. — Conduct  at  Cork  County 
Council  Election  May  8,  40. 

Glen  ties  Union  Guardians — Liability  to 
0>vners  for  burning  infected  house 
May  11,  348. 

Henn,  Mr. — Conduct  at  Ballihtoghe  Petty 
Sensions  May  18,  935. 

Howth  Fisheries  —  Complaints  against 
Trawlers  May  9,  145. 

Intenne<liate  Examinations — Programme 
and  Rules,  Publication  of  May  15, 606. 

Judges'  Salaries — Savings  from  Suppressed 
Judgeships  May  12,  &Q, 

Killamey  Lakes,  Sale  of  Muckross  Estate 
May  16,  748. 

Killcroran,  Scheduled  as  Congested 
District  May  18,  936. 

Labourers'  Cottages  in  Monaghan — Grant, 
&c.  May  9,  145. 

Land  Commission 

Armagh  and  Belfast  Sittings  May  9, 

144. 
Galway—Sconlon  Estate  May  12, 487. 
Tithe  Kent-charge  Bill,  Provisions  of 

May  18,  936. 
Valuation  Certificates  May  12,  486; 

May  18,  934. 

Local  Government  Election,  Cork,  Petty 
Sessions  Clerks  as  Returning  Officers 
May  11,  349. 

Millstreet  Railway  Valuation — Reduction 
May  11,  348. 

Monaghan,  Appointment  of  Magistrates — 
Return  May  18,  932. 

Morhun,  J.,  Prosecution  for  Drunkenness 
— ^Action  of  Constable  May  12,  487. 

National  Teachers — Assistant  Teachers' 
Salaries  May  8,  39. 

Private  Bill  Legislation  May  12,  488  ; 
May  16,  748. 

Technical  Education — Science  and  Art 
Department  Grants  May  19,  1032. 

Tithe  Rent-Charge  [Ireland]  BUI,  IR. 
May  12,  493,  494,  495. 

Voelcker,  Dr.,  Position  as  Agricultural 
Examiner  May  12,  488. 

Workhouse  Officials  —  Superannuation 
Allowance  May  12,  489. 

Ballintoohe  Petty  Sessions — Conduct  of 
Mr.  Henn 
Q.  Mr.  Dillon;  A,   Mr.  G.    W.   Balfour 
May  18,  935. 

Ballyconnell,   District  Council    Elec- 
tion— Voting  Papers  Spoilt,  etc. 
Q.   Mr.    A.   O'Connor;    A,    Mr.    G.  W. 
Balfour  May  16,  749. 
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Ballymoney  Post  OFFiCE—Memorial 

Q.  Mr.  Daly ;  A .  Mr.  Hanbury  May  15, 
604. 

Banbury,  Mr.  F.  (i.  [Camberwell,  Peckham] 
Gas  Light  and   Coke  ('ompany  Bill,   3r. 
May  11,  309. 

London  Government  Bill,  Cam,  May  16, 
806,  830. 

Stamp  Duty— Finance  Bill,  Com.  May  11, 
412. 

Banganipalli      Disturbances  —  Nawab's 
Conduct,  &c. — Inquiry 
Q,  Mr.  Bryce ;  A.  Lord  G.  Hamilton  May 
16,  732. 

Bankruptcy  Cottrt,  Bombay,  See  Bombay- 
Insolvency  Court. 

Barking  and  Fenchurch  Street— Work- 
men's Trains,  Improved  Service 

Q,  Mr.  Lough ;  A.  Mr.  Long  May  8,  52. 

Barlow,  Mr.  J.  E.  [Somerset,  Frome] 

Twerton     Level     Crossing  —  Footbridge 
proposed.  May  9,  148. 

Barrack  Schools,Sutton— Children  begging 
on  Derby  Day 
Q.  Sir  S.I  Montagu  ;   A.  Mr.  Chaplin  May 
16,  739. 

Barracks 

King  Williams  Town,  Insanitary  condition 

Q,  Mr.   Ascroft;   A.  Mr.  Wyndham 
May  11,  323 

Shomcliffe,  Rateable  Value,  etc. 

Q.  Sir  £.  Sassoon  ;  A.  Mr.  Anstruther 
May  11,  324. 

Barrow— Postmaster,    Mr.    Ennis's    Action 
against 
Q.  Mr.  MacNeill;  A,  Mr.  Hanbury  Jfcf ay 
19,  1028. 

Barry,  Rt.  Hon.  A.   H.  S.  [Hunts,  Hunt- 
ingdon] 
Dillon  Estate,    Purchase   by    Congested 
Difltrictfl  Board,  May  12,  490. 

Bartley,  Mr.  G.  C.  T.  [Islington,  N.] 

Budget*  Sinking  Fund,  etc.— Finance  Bill 
Cam,  May  12,  503. 

Gas  Light  and  Coke  Company  Bill  3R. 
May  11,  312. 

Jamaica   Railways,  Transfer  to  Govern- 
ment Control  May  15,  594. 

London  Government  Bill  Com,  May  8,  74, 
77,  89;  May  15,  611,  641,  673;  May  16, 

7o<f,  oUv. 

Bafhs  and  Washhonfles  Aete  Amendment 
BiU 

c  lR.*ilfayd,  141. 


Bay— Boa] 


Bayley,  Mr.  T.  [Derbyshire,  Chesterfield] 

Salishurj'  Plain,  Purchase  by  the  Govern- 
ment—Supplementary  Paper  May  9, 
149. 
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Beach,  Sir  M.   W.—Chnncelloi^   of  the  Ex- 
cliequer  [Bristol  W.] 

Bechuanaland  Railway  Extension  —  Pro- 
posals to  the  Government  May  16,  741. 

Colonial  Loans  Pund  Bill,  2r.  May  13,  582. 

Death  Duties 

Aggregation — Finance    Bill   May  12, 

513. 
Settlement  Estate  Duty — Finance  Bill 

May  12,  520,  524,  525,  527. 

Education,  Scotland,  Grant — Balance,  etc. 
May  IS,  931,  932. 

Excheci  uer  and  Audit  Act  of  1866— Finance 
Bill  May  12,  530,  532. 

Finance  Bill,  Cmn.  May  11,  364 

Gun  Licence  l^rosecution  at  Wick  May  16i 
740. 

Imperial  Expenditure  May  S,  45 

Liquor  Traffic— High  Licence  System  in 
United  States— Adoption  in  England 
May  9,  153 

Ministers  of  Religion,  Relief  from  J^and 
Tax  May  .<?,  44 

National  Debt  Permanent  Charge — 
Finance  Bill  May  11,  417 

O'Donoghue,  Mr.  T.— Fee  Grant  Arrears 
May  IS,  933 

Post  Office  Savings  l^inks  Deficiencies — 
Amounts  Voted  for  May  8,  49 

Sinking  Fund  and  Consols — Finance  Bill 
May  12,  510 

Spirits,  Surtax  on  May  12,  538 ;  May  15, 
685,  087 

Stamp  Duty  May  11, 410,  411, 412 ;  May  15, 
600 

Tea,  Duty  on  May  U,  367 

Tithe  Rent-Charge  May  12,  534 

Wine  Duties 

Bottle  i\  Cask  Importation  May  9, 153 
Budget  Proposal —Finance  Bill   May 

11,  378,  398,  403,  406 
Colonial  Wines,  Concession  to  May  16, 
742 

Beacons— Sgixda  Rock,  Erection  of  Beacon  on 

Q.  Mr.  Weir;  A.  Mr.  Hanburj'  May  19, 
1029 

BeCHUAN ALAND   RAILWAY   EXTENSION— Mr. 

Rlrdes':*  Proposals  to  the  Government 

Q.  Mr.  S.  Montagu;  A.  Sir  M.  Hicks- 
Beach  May  10,  740 

Begg,  Mr.  F.  F.  [(Jlasgow,  St.  Rollox] 

Companies  Acts  Amendment  Bill  May  IS, 
924. 

Stani])  Duty — Finance  Bill  May  11,  414. 

.  Belfast,     Land      Commission     Sittings, 
Numljer,  etc. 

Q.  Mr.  M'Ghee;  A,  Mr.  G.  W.  Balfour 
May  9,  144. 
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Con,*  May  19,  1016. 

BelflEkst  Water  Bill 

c.  Con.*  May  12,  452. 
Zk.*  May  16,  721. 
/.  IR.*  May  IS,  893. 

Belfast  and  Northern  Railway  Bill 

c.  Rep.*  May  12,  467. 

Bermuda— Trade  Report  presented,  May  IB, 
909. 

Bethell,  Commander  [York,  E,R.,Holdenie88} 
Transvaal,  Rumoured  Crisis  May  8,  55. 

Bezhill  and  Botherfield  Railway  Bill 

Petition  for  additional  Provision  May  S,  25 

Bezhill  and  St.  Leonards  Tramroads  Bill 

/.  Rep.  from  Select  Com.  May  8,  3. 

^K.*  May  15,  5%Z. 
c.  IR.*  May  16,  753. 

Bhownaggree,  Sir  M.  [Bethnal  Green,  N.E.1 
Indian  Expenditure,  Commissioners'  Report 
May  15,  589. 

Transvaal — British  Indian  Trailers'  IMs- 
abilities,  Discussion  at  Conference 
May  19,  1025. 

Big  WOOD,  Mr.  J.  [Middlesex,  Brentfonl] 
London  Government  Bill,  Com.  May  IS, 
773,  777. 

Bill,  Mr.  C.  [Staffs.,  Leek] 

Militia  —  Extra  Training  for  Foreign 
Service  Regiments  Afay  11,  325. 

Billingsgate  Fish  Tolls  Grievance 

Q.  Mr.  Archdale;  A.  Mr.  Long  May  8, 34. 

Birkenhead  Corporation  Bill 

c.  Rep.*  May  12,  467. 

Birmingham  Corporation  Bill 

r.  Con.*  May  12,  452. 
3r.*  May  16,122. 
I.  IR.*  May  IS,  893. 

Blakiston-Houston,  Mr.  J.  [Do>\ti,  N.] 
Donaghadee      Harl)our,      Condition     of 
May  11,  339. 

Bloemfontein  Conference,  see  Transvaal. 

Board  of  Agriculture,  See  Agriculture. 

Board  of  Education  Bill 

/.  Report  from  Standing  Com.  May  9, 133. 

Rep.*  May  12,^^. 

3r.*  May  15,  579. 
c.  \B,.*  May  1S,^\. 

Board  of  Trade,  See  Trade. 
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Bradford   Tramways   and   Improvement 
Bill 

Baildon  Moor  Inclosure — Instructions  to 
Committee  [Sir  C.  Dilke]  Mai/  9,  136. 


ISoARi)    Schools    and    Outdoor    Pauper 
Children,       Returns  — Master      of 
Willinjjton  School  refusinjj:  to  Supply 
Q.    Mr.  J.   Wilson;^.   Sir  J.  Gorat  3/flry 
/5,  595. 

Breaffy  Public  Meeting.  Suppression 

Boilers,  Persons   in    Charcje,   Sec  Steam  ■         Qn.  Mr.  Davitt ;  As,  Mr.  G.  W.  Balfour 
En«dnes  and   Boilers  [Persons  in  Charjre]  ;  Mm/  10,  747  ;  May  IS,  938 

^^ill-  i  Motion  [Mr.  Davitt]  Mmj  IS,  944 

Brigade   System,   Volunteers,   Re-organ- 
isation, &c. 
Q.    Sir   H.   Vincent;  A.  Mr.    Wyndhai* 
May  10,  730;  Q.  Mr.  Cubitt;  A.  Mr 
Wyndham  Mai/  IS,  911 

Brigg  Urban  District  Gas  Bill 

/.  2VL.*  MayO,  130 
3r.*  May  18,  893 

Brighton,  Ritualistic  Servicfa  Soldiers* 
Compulsory  Attendance 

0*.    Lonl  Greville,  Lord  Te.NTiham,  Mar- 
quess of  Lans<lowne,  May  S,  6. 


Boilers  Inspection  and  Begistration  Bill 

Petitions  May  17,  470  ;  May  Iff,  1018. 

lioMBAY 

(college    of    Law,   A  filiation  to   Boml>ay 
University  *   | 

Q.  Sir  W.  Wedderbum;  A,  Lord  C;.  I 
Hamilton  Mny  16,  733.  ! 

Insolvency  Court 

Assignee,  Salary  of 

Q.  Sir  W.  We<lder))uni :  A.  I-iord 
G.  Hamilton  May  IS,  1)15. 

Clerk's  Salary 


r/v  Sir  \V  We^lderbuni;  .^.s.  Lord  |  Brighton  Marine  Palace  and  Pier  Bill 

G.  Hamilton  May  11,327 ;  Mai/    *'**»"'^**  «*»xx*»^  acmo.^^?  cuau  **^*  ^u« 

IS,  914.  '•  ^^P*  ^^<^y  ^^.  i><5*-2 

3r.  ♦  May  IS,  892 

r   1r  *  044* 
Bond,  Mr.  E.  [Nottingham,  E.] 

London  (Government  Bill,  <v>m.  .l///y  .'>,  219.    Bristol  Floods  Prevention  Bill 

c.  3ft.*  May  9,  136 

Bootle  Corporation  Bill 

'?.  Krp,  from  Sehrt  Com.  May  Id,  725. 


BoRouiJH  Funds  Act,  1872— Petitions  for 
Alteration  of  Law  May  S,  28;  Mai/  U, 
132,  138;  May  10,  226;  May  11,  320; 
May  12,  470;  Ma^  15.  565,  585;  May 
in,  692 ;  May  i7.  888  ;  May  Vj,  1018. 

l«ou«FiELD,  Mr.  W.  R.  [Hackney,  N.] 

London  Government  Bill,  Com.  Ma  if  S,  90, 
95,  113;  May  If,  161,  20(>,  207*;  May 
15,  665,  674;  Mai/  10,  772.  779,  785, 
811  ;  J/ai/ 7<V,  980. 

lioWLES,  Maj.  [Mid<llesex,  Enfield] 

Donaldson,  Mr. — Duties  as  Director  of 
Ordnance  Factories  May  10,  731. 

Fuse  Manufacture  at  Enfield,  Cost,  &c. 
May  10,  731 ;  May  IS,  912.  \ 


BowLRs,  Mr.  T.  G.  [Lynn  Regis] 

Army    Officers,    Civil    Convictions— War 
Oftice  Proce<lure  May  11,  322. 

Estate  Duty— Finance  Bill  Maif  17,  515, 
518.  523,  524,  525. 

Exchequer  and   Audit  Act  of  1866,   Re-  i 
striction  of— Finance  Bill  May  17,  529. 

I 

Finance  Bill,  Com.  May  ll^  365. 

I-Kmdon  Ciovemment   Bill,   Com.   May  S, 
108;  May  if,  169. 

Marine  and  Board  of  Trade  Certificates, 
Cancelling  May  11.  330. 

Spirits,  Duty  on— Finance   Rill  Mai/  11, 
400. 


!  British  Columbia 

Grant,  Major,  R.E.,  Promotion,  etc. 
I  Q.  Mr.  Crombie  ;   A.  Mr.  Wyndham 

3Tny  17,  479 

Pacific   Cable  Scheme — Contribution 
Q.  Mr.  Hogan  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Chamber- 
lain May  9,  155 

British  Indian  Traders 

Restrictions,  etc.,  in  Colonies  and  De^ien- 
dencies.  Address  for  Return  [Sir  W. 
We<lderbum]  May  11,  322 

Transvatil  —  Disabilities.     Discussion    at 
Bloemfontein  Conference 
Q.  Sir  M.  lihownaggree  ;  A.  Mr.   J. 
Chaml>erlain  May  19,  R.>25 

Broadhurst,  Mr.  H.  [Leicester] 

Dock  Accidents  —  Inspection  of  Docks. 
Return  May  11,  35(.». 

Tea,  Duty  on— Finance  Bill  May  11,  366. 

Vaccination,  l^xemption  Certificates- 
Date  of  Deliver^'  to  Officer  May  It 
338. 

Brodrick,  Rt.  Hon.  W.  St.  ^Ioh^s— Under- 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
[Surrey,  Guildford] 

Armenian  Bishops,  Detention  in  Jerusalem 
May  15,  592. 

China 

Customs  Duties 

Revision  under  Tientsin  Treaty 

May  15,  592. 
Russian    and    British    Goods  — 
Port    Arthur    and    Talienwan 
May  IS,  921 
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Brodrick,  Rt.  Hon/W.  St.  John— row^  . 

China—cow^. 

Hankow,  British  Property  in — Russian 

Action  Mail  11^  345 
Manchurian-rekin  Railway,  Russian 
Demands    May  15,   593;  Mai/   18 j 
923. 
Pekin-Hankau  Railway— Entrance  of 

Yang-tsze  Valley  May  IS,  919. 
Sammun  Bay,  Italy's  Demand — British 

Minister's  Action  May  11,  343. 
Samshui 

Piracy  May  11,  344. 
Telegraph  Station  May  11,  344. 
Talienwan 

Customs  Ser\Hce  May  18,  921. 
Police    Administration   May  18, 
921. 
Yang-tsze  Valley  Boundary  Delimi- 
tation May  9,  155  ;  May  18,  920. 

Constantinople  Massacres  of  1896 — Com- 
pensation for  British  losses  May  9, 155. 

Danish  Waters,  Arrest  of  British  Trawler 
May  8,  48. 

Funchal — Outrage  on  British  Missionary 
May  18,  922. 

Iloilo  Bombardment  —  Compensation  to 
British  Traders  May  12,  480. 

Madagascar,  British  Trade — French  Im- 
port Duties  May  15,  592. 

Red  Sea  Lighthouses,  Turkish  Government 
building  May  11,  343. 

Spain  —  British  Consul  in  Charge  of 
American  Interests  May  19,  1023. 

Sugar  Duties,  India  —  Austria- Hungary, 
Correspondence  with  British  Govern- 
ment May  11,  329. 

Tauranga,  H.M.S.,  Visit  to  Tonga  May  16, 
730. 

United  States  Tariff  May  8,  35. 

Van,  Distress  in— Relief  Works  May  18, 
922. 

Brooke's  Park  [Londonderry]  Bill 

/.  1R.»  May  9,  129. 
2R.*  May  16,  &^% 


Broughty  Ferry  Gas  and 
BiU 

c.  2R.*  May  15,  681. 


Order 


Bryce,  Rt:  Hon.  J.  [Aberdeen,  S.] 

Archives  and  Records,  Safe  Custody  of 
May  8,  51. 

Banganapalli  Disturbances— Inquiry  May 
16,  732. 

Education,  Scotland — Distribution  of  Grant 
May  11,  335,  361. 

London  Government  Bill,  Com,  May  18, 
967. 

Buchanan,  Mr.  T.  R.  [Aberdeenshire,  £.] 

Budget,  Sinking  Fund,  etc. — Finance  Bill 
May  11,  363. 

Education,  Scotland,  Grant  May  18,  932. 

Secondary  Education  May  11,  362. 

8 


'  BucH.XNAN,  Mr.  T.  R.— com^ 

Jamaica,  Legislative  Council — Governor 
Nominating  Members  May  8,  51 . 

Post  Office  Sax-ings  Banks  Deficiencies- 
Amounts  voted  May  8,  49. 

Salmon  Fisheries,  Scotland — Sale  of  Crown 
Rights  May  PJ,  737. 

Budget 

Finance  Bill,  Com,  May  11,  363 ;  May  U. 
503. 

National  Debt,  Wine  Duties,  etc.,  SeeXXio^ 
Titles. 

BURDETT-COUTTS,  Mr.  W.  L.  A.  B.  [West- 
minster] 

London  Government  Bill,  Conu  May  8^  64, 
118,  119;  May  16,  773.  783,  800;  May 
18,  1006. 


Burial  Laws,  Legislation 

Q.   Mr.    C.    W^illiams;    ^.    Sir    M. 
Ridley  May  16,  14SL 


W 


Bnrley  -  in  -  Wharfedale    Urban   District 
Water  Bill 

I.  5r.*  May  15,  562. 

c.  Lords  Atnendts,  May  19,  1016. 

Burma,    Goktiek    Viaduct  —  British    and 
American  Tenders 

Q.  Sir  A.  Hickman ;  A,  Lord  G.  Hamilton 
May  9,  156. 

Burns,  Mr.  J.  [Battersea]. 

London  Government  Bill,  Com,  May  8,  90, 
93,  102,  112,  125;  May  9,  174,  176,  181, 
189,  195,  200,  211,  213,218 ;  May  15,  664, 
670 ;  May  16,  790,  792,  793,  795,  797, 798, 
799,  802,  803,  807,  813,  819,  826,  832; 
May  18,  1002. 

Bury  Corporation  Bill 

c.  2R.*  May  15,  581. 

Bury  Oorporation  Water  Bill 

/.  Report  from  Select  Com,  May  8,  3. 

3r.»  Afay  15,  562. 
c.  IR.*  May  16,  753. 

Business  of  the  House 

Q,  Sir  H.  Campbell-Bannerman ;  A, 
Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  May  8,  54.  Qs,  Mr. 
Schwann,  Sir  H.  Campbell-Bannenuan, 
Mr.  Channing;  As,  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour, 
May  9,  158.  Q,  Mr.  Strachey ;  A,  Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfour,  May  11,  334.  Q,  Sir  H. 
Campbell-Bannerman ;  A,  Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour,  May  12,  491.  Q,  Sir  H.  H. 
Fowler;  A,  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  May  16, 
750.  Q.  Mr.  Pickersgill ;  A,  Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour,  May  18,  940. 

Failure  to  make  a  House,  May  17,  890. 

Buxton— Scarlatina  Outbreak 

Q,  Mr.  Jeffreys ;  A.  Mr.  Chaplin,  May  16, 
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Buxton,  Mr.  S.  [Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar] 

Colonial  Loan  Funds  Bill,  2R.  May  1^\ 
539,  540. 

Death  Datiea — Finance  Bill  May  2?,  532. 

Gas  Light  and  Coke  Company  Bill,  3r. 
May  11,  309. 

London  Government  Bill,  Com.  May  8,  62, 
63,  66,  92,  107,  Ho;  May  9,  161,  165, 
168,  171,  172,  185,  205, 208,  212 ;  May  15, 
609,  619,  620,  622,  638, 653, 669  ;  May  16, 

'  755,  763,  768,  777,  786,  789,  791,  814,  817, 
820,  823,  829 ;  May  18, 970,  972,  983, 991, 
994,  1007. 

Thames  Iron  Works — Admiralty  Contracts 
May  11,  327. 

Transvaal — Bloemfontein  Conference,  Date 
of  Meeting,  etc.  May  18,  919. 

By- Election  — Oxford      University,      New 
Member  Sworn,  May  U,  492. 

Cables 

Hong-Kong  and  Singapore  Cable  Ajjree- 
ment,  Company^s  Preferential  Right, 
etc. 
Q.  Mr.  Provand ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Chamber- 
lain May  8,  53. 

Pacific  Cable  Scheme,  Sec  that  Title. 

Caldwell,  Mr.  [Lanark,  Mid] 

Education  —  Secondary  and  Technical 
Education  Grants  May  9,  154 ;  May  11, 
332  ;  May  12,  484. 

Education  Estimates — Effect  of  Repeal  of 
17*.  6e/.  limit  May  lo,  595. 

Legislation  for  Scotland  May  19,  1052. 

Rating  Returns — Completion  May  IJ,  483. 

School  Attendance — Statistics  May  8,  46. 

Training  Colleges  for  Teachers  May  19, 
1054. 


Caledonian  Bailway  [(General  Powers]  Bill 

/.  Rep.  from  Select  Com,  May  IJ,  432. 

Cambridge  IJniveraity  and  Town  Oas  Bill 

r.  Rep.*  May  12,  4m. 
Con.*  May  19,  1016. 

Cameron,  Sir  C.  [Glasgow,  Bridgeton] 

Camphill  School,  Paisley — Labour  Certifi- 
cate Examination,  Result  May  15,  604. 

Debtors — Prison  Treatment,  New  Rules 
May  9,  150. 

Quarrier's,  Dr., Orphan  Homes— Closing  in 
consequence  of  local  Rates  May  18,  931. 

Stamp  Duties  on  Loans — Finance  Bill 
May  15,  605. 

Vaccination,  False  Certificates — Prosecu- 
tion of  Dr.  Lamont  May  8,  35  ;  May  15, 
598,  599  ;  May  18,  930. 

Campbell-Bannerman,  Rt.   Hon.    Sir  H. 
[Stirling  Burghs] 

Business  of  the  House  May  9,  157,  159 
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Campbell-Bannerman,  Rt.  Hon.   Sir  H. 
— cont. 

London  (iovemment  Bill,  Com.  May  15, 674 

Secondary  Education,  Scotland  —  Cirant, 
&c.  May  11,  354. 

Wine  Duties,  Budget  Proposiil — Finance 
Bill  May  11,  406. 

Camphill  School,  Paisley,  Labour  Certifi- 
cate Examination — Results 

Q.  Sir  C.  Cameron ;  A.  Mr.  A.  G.  Murray 
May  15,  604. 

Canada 

Anticosti,  EWction  of  Tenants 

Q.  Mr.  Hogan  ;  A .  Mr.  J.  Chamberlain 
May  16,  736. 

Poor  Law  Children  Emigration,  Number, 
etc. 
Q.   Mr.   S.   Smith;    A.    Mr.   T.   W. 
Russell  May  15,  597. 

Canterbury,  Archbishop  of 

Secondary  Education — Board  of  Education 
hiW,  Rep.  May  1J,U0. 

Canterbury    and    York    Convocations, 
Joint  Sittings    • 
Q.  Mr.  Clianning;  A.  Mr.  A.  J.    Balfour 
May  9,  147. 

Cape  Colony — Postmaster-Generars    Objec- 
tions to  H.  M.  Ships'  Mail  Bags 

Q.  Mr.  Halsey;  A.  Mr.  Anstruther  May 
11,  353. 

Carrickmacross  Fair  Rent  Applications, 
Delay  in  Decisions 

Q,  Mr.  Daly  ;A.  Mr.  G.  \V.  Balfour  May 
16,  749. 

Carrington,  Earl 

Allotments  [London]  Bill,  2R.  May  12,4:^^}. 

Metropolitan  Water  Companies  Bill,  Cou. 
May  18,  896,  897. 

Cattle 

Diseases,  Expenditure  on 

Q.  Mr.  J.  H.  Lewis;    A.  Mr.  Long 
May  8,  41. 

Tuberculosis— Inspection  of    Slaughtered 
Cattle  at  De[>tford,  &c. 
Q.   Mr.   Clianning  ;  A.  Mr.   Chaplin 
May  19,  1026. 

Causton,  Mr.  [Southwark,  W.] 

London  Government  Bill,  Com.  May  26*, 
767,  781 ;  May  18,  972,  993,  997. 

Cavalry  Horse.s,  Average  Age,  &c. 

Q.  Maj.  Rasch  ;  A.  Mr.  Wyndhara  May 
15,  589. 

Cecil,  Lord  H.  [Greenwich] 

Church  Discipline  BUI,  2r.  May  10,  267, 
269. 

London  Government  Bill,  Com.  May  8, 78 ; 
May  16,  782. 


Oec— Oha] 


{INDEX} 
May  8—19. 


[Vol.  71. 


Cecil,  Mr.  E.  fHerts.,  Hertford] 

London  School  Board  Accounts,  Method 
of  keeping  May  11,  337. 

Overtime     in      Government      Factories 
May  18,  911. 

Celtic  Ornaments,  Committee  Recommenda- 
tions 
Q.    Mr.    P.    O'Brien;     A.    Mr.     A.    J. 
Balfour  May  12,  490. 

Central  London  Bailway  Bill 

/.  2R,*May9,  130. 

Ceylon  Waste  Land  Ordinances 

Os.  Mr.  Schwann,  Mr.  J.  Chamberlain, 
Mr.  E.  J.  Griffitli,  Mr.  Pirie  May  19, 
1042.  ^ 

Act  of  1897— Governor's  Report 

Q.  Mr.  Schwann  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Chamber- 
lain  May  19,  1025. 

Le  Mesurier'a,  Mr.,  Indictment  of  Officials 
Q.  Mr.  Schwann  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Chamber- 
lain May  11,  346. 

Chaloner,  Capt.  [Wilts,  Westbiiry] 

Kareni    Expedition— Medals    for    Troops 
May  18,  911. 

Chamberlain,    Rt.    Hon.    J.— Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  [Birmingham,  W.] 

Anticosti    Evictions— Canadian    Govern- 
ment's Action  May  16,  736. 

Arrow  Poisons  and  their  Antidotes,  Study 
of  May  16,  735. 

Ceylon  Waste  Land  Ordinances  May  19,  I 
1025,  1045. 
Le  Mesurier'p,    Mr.,    Indictment    of  | 
Ceylon  Officials  May  11,  346. 
Jamaica 

Legislative  Council,  Governor  Nomi- 
nating Members  May  8,  6\. 
Railways,    Transfer    to    Government 
Control  May  15,  594. 

Newfoundland— French  Shore   Question, 
Treaty  Relations  May  8,  5. 

Pacific  Cable  Scheme,  British  Columbia's 
Contribution  May  9,  155. 

Sierra  Leone  Disturbances 

Chalmers',  Sir  D.,  Report  May  11, 345. 
Trial  of  Natives  May  18,  916. 

Tu^well,      Bishop  —  Libel      Prosecution 
May  11,  346. 

Transvaal 

AiTest  of  British  Subjects,  May  16, 

836  ;  May  19,  1024. 
Bloemfontein    Conference,    Date    of 

Meeting  May  18,  919. 
British  Indian    Ti-aders'  Disabilities, 
Discussion  at  Conference  May  19, 
1025. 
Crisis,  Reported  May  5,  55. 
Dynamite  Concession 

Infringement    of    London    Con- 
vention May  IJ,  477 ;  May  18, 
918. 
Pa!)ers  relating  to  May  19,  1033. 
Naturalization    of    British    Subjects 

May  IS,  917. 
Uitlanders'  Petition  to  the  Queen,  Sir 
A.  Milner's  Report  May  19,  1024. 
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Channel  Squadron— Visit  to  Lerwick,  pro- 
posed 

Q.  Sir  L.  Lyell ;  A.  Mr.  Goschen  May  U, 
326. 

Channing,  Mr.  F.  A.  [Northampton,  E.] 

Agricultural    Holdings   Act — Legislation 
May  19,  1034. 

Cattle  Inspection  at  Deptford — ^Tubercu- 
losis May  19,  1026. 

Church  Discipline  Bill,  2R.  May  10,  254. 

Convocations    of    Canterbury  and  York, 
Joint  Sittings  May  9,  147. 

Roman    Catholic    Elementary    Schools- 
Return  May  S,  31. 

Stella,  Wreck  Inquiry,  May  1:2,  553. 

Vaccination  of    Infants  at  Queen  Char- 
lotte's Hospital,  etc.  May  8,  53 

Whitsuntide     Recess     Adjournment    — 
Business  of  the  House  May  9,  159 

j  Chaplin,  Rt.  Hon.  H.— President  of  Locnl 
Government  Board  [Lincolnshire, 
Sleaford] 

Cattle    Inspection  fct    Deptford — Tuber- 
culosis May  19,  1026 

East  London  Water  Bill,  Con.  May  /c?,  459 

London  School  Board  Accounts,  Method 
of  Keeping  May  11,  338  ;  May  16,  738 

Meat  Inspectors— Examinations  and  Cer- 
tificates May  12,  477 

Old    Age    Pensions    Committee  —  Pres* 
Statements  May  19,  1027 

Paupers,  Numl>er  in  Workhouses  May  11, 
337 

Scarlatina  at    Buxton— Milk    Prohibited 
May  16,  743 

Sutton  liarrack  School  Children,  Begging 
on  Derby  Day  May  16,  739 

Vaccination 

Eruption,  etc. — Mile  End   Case  May 

IJ,  476 
Exemption   Certificates — Delivery  to 

Officers  May  11,  339 

Charing  Cross,  Euston,  and  Hampstead 
BaUway  BiU 

/.  2R,*  May  9,  130 

Charities  and  Charitable  Endowments 

Chewstoke  [Somerset]  Charity 

Q.  Mr.  Stra^hey ;  A .  Mr.  G.  Lawson 
May  16,  739 

London  Charitable  Endowments,  Return 
onlered  [Mr.  F.  Stevenson]  May  16,  728 

London      Government      Bill — Effect     on 
Parochial  Charities 
0.     Mr.    Stephens ;    A.    Mr.    A.    J. 
Balfour  May  ii,  490. 

Travers'  Foundation,  Income  and  Expen- 
diture, Statement  presented  May  11, 
322  ;  May  l..\  434. 

Yorkshire,  West  Riding,  Endowinentsi, 
Returns  presented  May  8,  30. 
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Charringtox,  Mr.  S.  [Tower  Hamlets  Mile 
End] 

Ix>ndon  (rovemment  Bill,  Com,  May  IS, 
983. 

Chewstoke  Charity,  Apportionment  of 

Q.    Mr.    Straehey ;  A.    Mr.    G.    Ljiwson 

^fny  VK  73'.». 

Child  Labour  in  Jam  Factories 

Q,   Mr.   Talbot;    A.   Sir   M.   W.    liidley 

Man  6',  39. 

ruiNA 

X^'iLstonis  Tariff 

Revi«»ion  under  Tientsin  T/eaty 

(^.     Sir    M.     Stewart :  A,     Mr. 
Hrodrick  May  15,  592. 
Russian     and     British     (ioods — Port 
Arthur  and  Talienwan 
Q.  Mr.  Moon  ;  A.  Mr.    Bi-odrick 
May  IS,  920. 


Chitral,  Withdrawal  of  (Urrison,  &c. 
Q.  Sir    W.    Wedderbum   ;    A.    Lord  G. 
Hamilton  May  18,  915. 

Church,  Ritualism  in.  Sec  Ritualism. 
Church  Discipline  Bill 

c.  2r.  May  10,  231. 

Church  Discipline  Bill 

Petitions  May  8th,  28  ;  May  10,  226. 

Wednesday  Afternoon  Rule,  Suspension  of 
Q,  Mr.   S.   Smith  ;     A.    Mr.    A.    J. 
Balfour  May  0,  158. 

Church   Fund,   Ireland,    Eflfect   of  Tithe 
Rent-charge  [Ireland]  Bill  on 

Qs.  Mr.  Dillon  ;  As.  Mr.  (i.   W.  Balfour 
May  15,  607  ;  May  18,  935. 


Ohnrch  Stretton  Water  Bill 

/.  3R.*  May  15,  562. 

Hong-Konj;  and  Singajwre  Cable  Aj^'ree-  ^'  ^^'^  "^^^V  ^^*'  '^^^' 

ment,  Company's  Preferential  Right, 
etc. 

(>.  Mr.  Provand  ;  A,  Mr.  J.  Chaml)er- 
lain  May  S,  53 

Italy's  Demaml  for  Lease  of  Sammun  Bay,  |  CiviL  SERVICE 
etc.,  British  Minister's  Action  --•    ^  *• 

(?.  Mr.  Dillon  ;  A,  Mr.  Brodrick  May 
11,  343. 


City  and  Brixton  Bailway  Bill 

c.  2r,*  May  16,  722. 


PekinHankau  Railway — Vang-tsze  Basin, 
Point  of  (Entrance 


Certificates — Boanl  of  Tra4le  Clerks 

Q,    Mr.    E.    Gray ;    A.   Mr.   Ritchie 
May  11,  331 

Examinations 

Irish  Monitors,  five  years  allowance 
Q.  Mr.  P.  O'Brien  ;  ^ .  Mr.  G.  W. 
Balfour  Mat/  1^\  486. 
South     Kensington     Museum     [Art 
Branch] — Resu  1 1 
Q,  Mr.  M.  Healv  ;  A.  Sir  J.  Gorst 
Mayl8,92H. 


Q.  Mr.  J.   Walton  ;  A,  Mr.  Brotlrick 
May  IS,  919. 

Railway  Interests,  British  and  Russian — 
Exchange  of  Notes  between  Unite<l 
Kingdom  ami  RiLssia,  Treaty  presente<l 
May  S,  5.  ' 

Russia  in  ■  Civil  Service  Estimates,  S<r  Supply. 

Hankow,  British  Property  in — Russian  I 

Action  I  Clancy,  Mr.  J.  J.  [Dublin  Co.,  N.] 

Q.  Mr.  Ascroft;  A.  Mr.  Brotlrick  Financial  Relations  between  Great  Britain 

May  11,  345.  and  Ireland — Day  for  Discussion  May  11, 

350. 


Trans -Manchurian  Railway  to  Pekin 
demaml 
Q.    Mr.    J.     Walton;     A.     Mr. 
Brodrick  Maif  15,  592 ;  Ma)f  18,  > 
923.  I 

Samshiri 

Piracy,  Incre^ise  in  j 

(}.  Mr.  Ascroft ;  A,  Mr.  Bro<lrick  | 

Maif  11,  344.  , 


Telegrai»h  Station 
Mr.  Ascrof 
May  11,  M4u 


grai»h  hta 

Q.  Mr.  Ascroft;  A.  Mr.  Brodrick  ' 


Talienwan 

Customs  Service 

Q.     Mr.      Yerburgh  ;     A.     Mr. 
Brodrick  Mat/  18,  921. 
Police  Administration 

Q.  Mr.   Moon;  A,   Mr.  Brodrick 
Ma}f  IS,  921 

Trade  ReiM)rt  presented  May  U,  433. 

Yang-tflze  Valley,  Boundary  Delimitation 
Q,   Mr.   iWuliert ;   A,   Mr.    Brotlrick 
May  U,  155  :  Q.  Mr.  J.  Walton  ;  A. 
Mr.  Bro«lrick-iVay  18,  920 
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Howth    Fisheries  —  Complaints    against 
Trawlers  May  9,  144. 

Clark,  Dk.  [Caithness] 

Education,    Scotland — Finance  Mai/  18, 
932, ;  May  19,  1036. 

North -Eastern    Railway  Co.,  New   Bye- 
laws  May  12,  558. 

Supreme    Court     [Appeals]     Bill,     Com, 
May  11,  427. 

Transvaal-- Dynamite  Concession,  Infringe- 
ment of  London  Convention,  May  U,  477. 

Clarke,  Sir  E.  [Plymouth] 

London  (Government  Bill,  Com.  May  18, 

Clergymen— Relief  from  Land  Tax 

Q.   Sir  P.    MUbank;  A.  Sir    M.    Hicks- 
Beach  May  8,  43. 

Coal  Exports,  Return  presente<l  May  16,  727. 
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Coalville  Urban  District  Gas  Bill 

c.  Rep.*  May  9,  137 
Con.*  Mat/  15,  580 
3r.*  Ma}/ is,  904. 

Coastguards— Innishowen   Head  Telephone 
Office,  Violation  of  Coastguard  Rules 

Q.  Mr.  T.  B.  Curran ;  ^.  Mr.  Anstruther 
May  11,  326. 

Coat-of-Arms,     Scottish,    on      Official 
Papers 

Qs.  Mr.  Pirie ;  As.  Mr.  A.  G.  Murray  JJfat/ 
i^,  483  ;  May  16,  745. 

Cobham  Cas  Bill 

/.  JRep.*  May  16,  QS9. 

CODDINGTON,  SiR  W.  [Blackbum] 

Gas  Light  &  Coke  Company  Bill,  3r. 
May  11,  306. 

CoGHiLL,  Mr.  D.  H.  [Stoke-upon-Trent] 
United  States  Tariff  May  8,  35. 

Cohen,  Mr.  B.  L.  [Islington,  E.] 

Gas  Light  &  Coke  Company  Bill,  3r.  May 
■/-/,  oil. 

London  Government  Bill,  Com.  May  8,  66» 
84,  101,  122 ;  May  9,  196  ;  May  15,  664' 
665  ;  May  16,  785  ;  May  18,  981. 

Coinage,  Vote  for  May  19,  1056 

Coldstream     Guards— Age    and     Service 
Particulars 
Q.  Mr.  Arnold-Forster  ;  ^.  Mr.  Wyndham 
May  18,  912. 

COLLINGS,  Rt.  Hon.  J.— Under  Secfetary  for 
the  Home  Office  [Bimiingham,  Bordesley] 
Factories  Amendment  Bill— Date  of  Intro- 
duction May  19,  1026. 

Colonial  and  Foreign  Banks  Ghiarantee 
Fund  Bill 

/.  Hep.*  May  15,  562. 

3r.*  May  18,  89?. 
c.  IR.*  944. 

Colonial  Loans  Fund  Bill 

c.  2r.  Mai/  12,  539. 
Com.*  May  15,  688. 

Colonies 

Secretary  of  State—'Rt.  Hon.  J.  Cham- 
berlain. 

Parliamentary  Secretary — Earl  of  Sel- 
bome. 

Trade  Report  presented  May  18,  909. 

Colville,  Mr.  J.  [Lanark,  N.E.] 

Teachers,  •  Scotland  —  Training  Colleges 
May  19,  1051. 

Commercial    Education,    Italy  —  Report 
presented  May  12,  433. 

Commercial  Returns  presented  May  8,  5. 
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Commercial     Treaty     with 
Petition  May  11,  320. 
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Committees— Ascension    Day    Sittings,   N 
Ascension  Day. 

Companies,  Return  presented  May  11,  321. 

Companies  Acts  Amendment  Bill 

/.  Rep.  from  Select  Com,  May  18,  903. 


Companies  Acts  Amendment  Bill 

Q.  Mr.  Begg ;  ^.  Mr.  Ritchie  J»fay  18,  924, 

COMPTON,  Lord  A.  [Beds.,  Biggleswade] 
Finance  Bill,  Com.  May  12,  524,  531. 

Conciliation'  in  Industrial  Disputes,  S. 
May  12,  554 

Congested  Districts  Board,  Ireland 

Dillon  Estate,  Purchase  of 

Q.    Mr.   S.   Barry;    A.    Mr.   G.   \V. 
Balfour  May  12,  490. 

Income 

Q.    Mr.    Davitt;  ^.    Mr.    a    \V. 
Balfour  May  18,  939. 
Board  of  Agriculture,  Effect  on  Income 
Q.  Mr.  A.  Moore ;  A*  Mr.  G.  W. 
Balfour  May  9,  146. 

Killcroran,  Scheduled  as  Congested  Dis- 
trict 
Q.   Mr.   J.   Roche;    A.    Mr.   G.  W. 
Balfour  May  18,  936. 

Congested     Districts     [Scotland]     Act 
Amendment  Bill 

/.  IR.*  May  12,  435. 

Consols  and  Sinking  Fund,  Budget  Pro- 
posals— Finance  Bill  May  11,  364 ;  May 
12,  503. 

Constabulary,  Royal  Irish 

Cadets — Length  of  Service,  Qualifications, 
etc. 
Q.  Mr.  Field;  A.  Mr.  G.  W.  Balfour 
May  9,  143. 

Constitution  of,  etc. — Inquiry 

Q.  Mr.  Field  ;  A .  Mr.  G.  W.  Balfour 
May  9,  142. 

District  Inspectors — Pay,  etc. 

Q.   Mr.    Macaleese;   A.   Mr.   G.    \V. 
Balfour  May  9,  146. 

Pensions,  Commutation  of 

Q.   Mr.    Macaleese;    A.    Mr.  G.  \V. 
Balfour  May  19,  1032. 

Religious  Distinctions,  Co.  Antrim 

Q.    Mr.  Macaleese ;    A .   Mr.  C4.  W. 
Balfour  May  IS,  937. 

Constantinople 

British  Postmaster  Appointment 

Q.  Mr.  Duncombe;  A.  Mr.  Hanbury 
May  15,  601. 

Massacres    of    1896  —  Compensation    for 
British  Losses 
Q,  Mr.  Stevenson;  A.  Mr.  Brodrick 
May  9,  154. 
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Constitution    Hill,    Lighting   and    Police  i  Cranborxe,  Vise.  [Rocliester] 

Supen-ision  |         Church  Discipline  Bill,  i>R.  Mmj  10,  281. 

Q.  Mr.  Cialloway ;  A.  Mi,  Akera  Dougla8  i 
May  IS,  929.  | 


Death  Duties— Finance  Bill  May  U,  532. 

Tithe  Kent-charge->Finance  Bill  May  Ut 
533. 


Contagious  Diseases— Troops  at  Gibraltar 

O.  Mr.  Pierpoint ;  A,  Mr.  WyndhamJ/ay  '  i^.„,„,^, ,.     t  .«,     aj    •   •  4.    ^-  t    i- 

S  *i\  I  Criminal   Law,  Administration  in  India 


Contagious  Diseases  [Animals]— Expendi- 
ture on 

Q.  Mr.  Lewis  ;  A .  Mr.  Long  May  S,  42. 

Convocations  of  Canterbury  and  York, 
Joint  Sittings 

Q.  Mr.  Channiug ;  A .   Mr.  A.  J.   Balfour 
May  0,  147. 

Cook,  Mr.  F.  L.  [Lambeth,  Kennington] 

London  Government  Bill,  Com.  May  8, 117. 

Cookery      Instruction     in      Highland 
Schools 

ft 

Qs.  Mr.  Weir,  Mr.   Duncombe;  As.  Mr. 
A.  G.  Murray  May  8,  33. 

CoopfcR's    Hill    Engineering   College— 
Salary  of  Presiilent 
Q.  Mr.   Maclean  ;  A .  Lord  G.   Hamilton 
May  10,  734. 

Cork 

County  Council  Elections 

Conduct  of  Mr.  Foott,  etc. 

Q.  Mr.  \V.  Abraham ;  A.  Mr.  G. 
W.  Balfour  May  8,  39. 

Local  Petty  Sessions  Clerks  as  Return- 
ing Otticers 
Q.  Capt.  Donelan ;  A.  Mr.  G.  W. 
Baltour  May  11,  349. 

Millstreet  Railway  \'aluation 

Q.   Capt.   Donelan ;    A.   Mr.   G.  W. 
Balfour  May  11, 348. 

Telegraph  Staff,  Increase  in 

Q.  Mr.  J.   F.   X.   O'Brien;    A,   Mr. 
Anstruther  May  11,  340. 

Cork  Oorporation  [Finance]  Bill 

r.  Con.*  May  U,  452. 

3R.*  May  10,  722. 
/.  IR.*  May  IS,  893. 

Court  of  Appeal,  See  Appeal  Court. 

Courtney,  Rt.  Hon.  L.  H.  [Cornwall, Bodmin] 
London  Government  Bill  May   IS,  940; 
Com.   May   ^,    (H,    66 ;    May    9,    174; 
May  15,  613,  675. 

Spirits,    Additional    Duty   on  —  Finance 
Bill,  May  lo,  687. 

Wine  Duties,  Budget  Proposal— Finance 
Bill,  May  11,  395,  399. 

Cowper,  Earl 

Metro|M>litan  Water  Companies  Bill,  Com. 
May  16,  715. 
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Powers  of  District  Magistrates 

Q.  Mr.  H.  Roberts ;  A.  Lord  G.  Hamilton 
May  11,  329. 

Cripps,  Mr.  C.  A.  [Gloucester,  Stroud] 

London  Government  Bill,  Com.  May  If), 
619,  629,  631,  632,  634,  651,  678. 

CROFTER.S— Dog  Tax  Grievance 

Os.  Mr.  Weir  May  19,  1049,  1056. 

Crofters'  Holdings  [Scotland]  Acts,  1886- 
87,  Report  presented  May  15,  564,  586. 

Crombie,  Mr.  J.  W.  [Kincardineshire] 

Education,  Scotland — Minute  May  11, 359. 

Fisheries,  Scotland— District  Committees, 
Formation  of — Sea  Fisheries'  Regulation 
Act,  May  15,  605. 

Grant,  Maj.,  Promotion  of.  May  13,  479. 

Crown's  Nominee,  Account  presented  May 
16,  728. 

Cubitt,  Mr.  [Surrey,  Reigate] 

Volunteer  Brigade  Commands,  &c.  May  18^ 
911. 

CuRRACROW  Postal  Service 

Q.  Mr.  Davitt  ;  A.  Mr.  Hanbury,  Jifa i/  18^ 
933. 

CURRAN,  Mr.  T.  B.  [Donegal,  N.  ] 

Telephone  Office  at  Innishowen  Head 
May  11,  326. 

Customs  Service  —  Appointment  of  Chief 
Mate  of  Vigilant  vnWiOMt  Certificate, 
Treasury  Minute  presented  May  IJ,  434, 
471. 

"Daily  Mail"  and  "Daily  Telegraph.' 
Sunday  Issue — Government  Advertise- 
ments 
Q.   Mr.    Pirie ;    A.    Mr.    Hanbury    May 
18,926 

Dalbiac,  Col.  [Camberwell,  N.] 

Labour  Department,  Boanl  of  Trade,  Salary 
of  Clerks  May  18,  923. 

Dalrymple,  Sib  C.  [Ipswich] 

Old  Age  Pensions  Committee — Press  State* 
ments  May  19,  1027 

Daly,  Mr.  J.  [Monaglian,  S.] 

Ballymoney  Post  Office,  Position,  etc.  May 

15,  eo^ 

Fair  Rent  Applications  at  Carrickmacross 
— Delay  in  Decisions  May  16,  749 

[Continued 
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Paly,  Mr.  J.—ront. 

Great  Northern  Railway  of  Ireland  Mayl2y 
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552. 

Killamey  Lakes,  Sale  of  Muckross  Estate 

May  Hi,  748. 

Private  Bill  Legislation  for  Ireland 
May  16,  748. 

Voelcker,  Dr.  —  Appointment  as  Agri- 
cultural Examiner  May  12,  488. 

Dangerous  Trades  Committee 

Qs,  Sir.  H.  Vincent,  Mr.  S.  Wortley  ;  As' 
Sir  M.  \V.  Ridley  May  12,  472. 

Danish  Waters,  Arrest  of  British  Trawler  by 
Danish  Gunl)oat 

Q,  Mr.  Doughty  ;  A   Mr.  Brodrick  May  8, 

47. 

Davey,  Lord 

Metropolitan  Water  Companies  Bill,  Com, 
May  16,  707,  708. 

Secondary  Education — Board  of  Education 
Bill,  Bep.  May  12,  445. 

Davitt,  Mr.  M.  [Mayo,  S.] 

Breaffy  Public  Meeting,  Suppression  of 
May  16,  747  ;  May  18,  938,  944. 

Congested  Districts  Board,  Income  of, 
May  18,  939. 

'  Curracrow  Postal  Service,  Honse-to-honse 
delivery  May  18,  933. 

O'Donoghue,  Mr.  T.— Fee  Grant  Arrears 
May  18,  932. 

Death  Duties— Estate  Duty 

Aggregation— Finance  Bill,  Mr.  Hubbard's 
Proposal  May  12,  513 

Settlement  Estate  Dnty  —  Finance  Bill, 
Mr.  Bowles'  Proposal  May  12,  520. 

Debtors— Prison  Treatment,  New  Rules 

Q,   Sir  C.  Cameron  ;   A.  Sir  M.  W. 
Ridley  May  9,  150. 

Circular  to  County  Court  Judges  presented 
May  10,  227  ;  May  12,  434 

Defective  and  Epileptic  Children,  Educa- 
tion of — Legislation 

Q.  Mr.  Flower  ;  A.  Sir  J.  Gorst  May 
18, 928  ;  Q.  Mr.  Yoxall ;  ^ .  Sir  J.  Gorst 
May  19,  1030 

Defences  —  Imperial  Defence  Act,  Accoant 
presented  May  12,  435,  471 

Deptford    Victualling  Yard— Inspection 
of  Slaughtered  Cattle 

Q.  Mr.  Channing  ;  A.  Mr.  Chaplin 
May  19,  1026 

Designs,  Patents,  and  Trade  Marks— 
Report  presented  May  16,  727,  889 ;  May 
18,  910. 

Devonshire,  Duke  of— Lord  President  of  the 
Council 

Secondary  Education— Board  of  Education 
Bill,  Rep.  May  12,  443. 
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Dickson  •  Poynder,    Sir   J.    [Wilts,    Chip- 
penham] 

London  Government  Bill,  Com.  May  15. 
060  ;  May  18,  1012. 


Dilke,  Sir  C.  [Gloucester,  Fore>«t  of  Dean] 
London  Government  Bill,  Com.  May  S,  92, 
112. 120, 126 ;  May  9,  159, 160,  183  ;  Matf 
15,  610,  621 ;  May  16,  754,  771,  772,  784. 

Seats  for  Shop  Assistants  [England   and 
Ireland]  Bill,  2R.  May  9,  224.' 

Spirits,  Surtax  on,  May  IJ,  535 ;  May  1'*. 
685. 

Wine  Duties,  Budget  ProjKhsal — Finance 
Bill,  Com.  May  11,  399,  404. 

Dillon  Estate,  Counts'  Mavo,  Purcha.'^e  by 
Congested  Districts  Boani 

Q.  Mr.  S.  Barry;  A.  Mr.  G.  W.  Balfont 
May  12,  490. 

Dillon,  Mr.  J.  [Mayo,  E.] 

Africa,    South,  Number   of    Troops    tii>- 
patched.  May  19,  1023. 

Agriculture    and    Technical    Instructioii 
[Ireland]  Bill,  iR.  May  8,  58.  59. 

Breaffy    Public  Meeting,   Suppression  t>. 
May  18,  952,  953,  954,  955. 

China — Italy's  Demand,  British  Minister':- 
Action  May  11,  343. 

Church  Fund— Effect  of  Tithe  Rent-cliar«rt> 
[Ireland]  BUI  May  15,  607. 

Colonial  Loans  Fund  Bill  2r.  May  U,bM. 

Henn's,  Mr.,  Conduct  of,  at  Ballintoghv 
Petty  Sessions  May  18,  935. 

London  Government  Bill,  Com.  May  S,  iA, 
66  ;  May  9, 181. 

Morhun,  J.,  Prosecution  for  Drunkennes> 
May  12,  487. 

Tithe  Rent-cliarge  [Ireland]  Bill,  IR.  May 
12,  495.  496 

La  ml    Commission  —  Corre8[)ondenct* 
with,  May  18,  935 

TrauM-Jval    Dynamite  Monopoly,    Paj>ers 
relating  to.  May  19,  1033. 

Diseases  of  Cattle,  See  Cattle. 

Dispensers,  Unqualified,  Accidents  due  to 

Q.  Major  Rasch  ;  A.  Sir  J.  Gorst,  May  Ijsf* 

474. 

District     Council    Elections,    Ireland, 
Spoilt  Voting  Papers 

Q.  Mr.    A.    O'Connor;    A.   Mr.    G.    W. 
Balfour  May  16,  749 

Dixon- IIartland,  Sir  F.  [Middlesex,  Ux- 
bridge] 

Gas  Light  &  Coke    Comiuiny    Bill,  3r. 
May  11,  308. 

London  Govemraent  Bill,  Com.  May  16, 
774,  776,  779. 

Dock  Accidents— Dr.  Tatham*s  Report 

Q.  Mr.  Bioadhnnt;  il.  Sir  M.  W.  Ridley 
May  11,  350. 
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Dockyard    Apprentices    qualifying    as    Duncombe,  Mr.  H.  V.  [Cumberland    E./re- 
Ttf»v».r  i?^T^T^».^..«  mont]  *      '^ 


Naval  Engineers 

Q.  Sir  F.  Flannery ;  A.  Mr.  (TOHchen 
May  12,  478. 

Dog  Tax,  Scotland— Burden  on  Cottai-a  and 
Crofters 

08.  Mr.  Weir  May  10,  1049,  1056. 

Donaghadee  Harbour,  Condition  of 

Q.  Mr.  Blakiflton- Houston ;  A.  Mr.  An- 
struther  May  11,  339. 

Q.  Mr.  M*6hee ;  A.  Mr.  Anstruther  May 
11,  342 

Donaldson,     Mr.— Director     of     Ordnance 
Factoriee,  Duties  of 

Q.  Capt.  Bowles;  A.  Mr.  J.  P.  Williams 
May  16 y  731. 

Don  elan,  Capt.  [Cork,  E.] 

Local  Goverment  Elections,  Cork — Petty 
Sessions  Clerks  as  Returning  Officers 
May  11,  349. 

Millstreet  Railway    Valuation    May   11, 

Naval  Writers — Vacancies,  System  of  Pro- 
motion, etc.  May  15,  588. 

Ships*  Offices,  Position  of  May  15,  587. 

Technical  Education,  Ireland — Science  and 
Art  Department  Grants  May  19,  1032. 

Wooldridge,  Colour-Sergeant,  Case  of. 
May  16,  732. 

Doughty,  Mr.  G.  [Great  Grimsby] 

Factories  Amendment  Bill,  Date  of 
Introduction  May  19,  1025. 

Trawler,  British,  Arrest  in  Danish  Waters 
May  8,  47. 

Undersized  Fish  Bill,  Date  of  Introduc- 
tion May  19,  1030. 

Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  A.  [Kent,  St.  Augus- 
tine's] 

Constitution  Hill — Lighting  and  Police 
Supervision  May  18,  929. 

Down  County,  Fair  Rent  Applications, 
Number  of 

Q.  Mr.  M*Ghee;  A.  Mr.  (J.  W.  Balfour 
May  9,  143. 

Dublin  Corporation  Bill 

c.  Rep,*  May  16,  682. 

Dublin  Corporation  [Markets]  Bill 

c.  Con.*  May  12,  ^2. 

3R.*  May  16,  722. 
/.  lR.*if«y  i^,  893. 

Dublin  Improvement  [Bull  Alley  Area] 
Bill 

e.  Lords  AmendU.  May  11,  301. 

Dublin  Metropolitan  Police 

Constitution  of  Force,  etc. — Inquiry 

Q.  Mr.  Field  j  A.  Mr.  G.  W.  Balfour 
May  9,  142. 
StatisticalTables  presented  May  U,  471 ; 
May  15,  564. 
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Constantinople,    British   Postma.ster,   Ap- 
pointment of  May  15,  601. 

Cookery  Instruction  in  Highland  Schools 
May  8,  33. 

Gas  Light  and  Coke  Company  Bill.  3r. 
May  11,  307. 

Dundee  Gas,  Street  Improvements  and 
Tramways  Bill 

/.  3R.*i^/rty  i^>,  431. 
c.  lR.*3/ffy  15,  584. 

Durham,  Willington  Board  School— 
Uut<loor  Pauper  Children,  Returns, 
Master  of  Willington  School  Refusing 
to  Supply 

Q.  Mr.  J.  Wilson ;  ^ .  Sir  J.  Gorst  May  15, 
596.  • 

Dynamite  Monopoly  in  the  Transvaal, 
See  Transvaal. 

East  India,  See  India. 
East  London  Water  Bill 

V.  Con.  May  IJ,  452. 
3R.*i»/aVi6',  722. 
/.  IR.*  Jfwy /^,  893. 

Edinburgh  Corporation  Bill 

r.  Z^.*  Maif8,2A. 
I.  iR.*May9,  131. 
2r.»  May  18,  892. 

Education 

Lord  President  of  the  Council — Duke  of 
Devonslure. 

V ire -President  of  the  Council— Rt.  Hon. 
Sir  J.  £.  Gorst. 

Denominational   Education  in   Industrial 
Schools — Amended  Rule,  etc. 
Q.  Mr.  Flower;  A.  Sir  M.  W.  Ridley 
May  9,  150. 

DepartmentEil  Reports  May  19,  1020. 

Essendon    National    School  —  Inefficient 
Management,  etc. 
Q.   Sir  B.  Simeon;   A.  Sir  J.  (lorst 
May  11,  336. 

Estimates— Effect  of  Repeal  of   lis.  iUl. 
limit 
Q.    Mr.   Caldwell;    A.   Sir  J.   (iorst 
May  15,  595. 

I         Feeble-minded  Children— Legislation 

Q.  Mr.  Flower ;  ^ .  Sir  J.  Gorst  May  18, 
\  928;    g.    Mr.   Yoxall ;    A.    Sir  .J. 

Gorst,  May  19,  1030. 

Irish  Questions 

Albert  and  Munster  Institutes,  Salaries 
of  Officers 
Q.  Mr.  Hemphill ;  ^.  Mr.  G.  W. 
Balfour  May  15,  607. 

Civil  Ser\'ice  Examinations— Monitors* 
Five  Years  Allowance 
Q.  Mr.  P.  O'Brien  ;    A.  Mr.  (;. 
W.  Balfour  May  IJ,  486. 

[Continnnl 
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Education— COM  t. 

Irish  Questions— f  0/1  ^ 

Intermediate  Education 

Annual  Report  May  5,  29  ;   May 

9,132 
Examinations  —  Programme  and 

Rules 

Q.  Mr.  W.  Johnstone ;  A.  Mr. 
G.  W.  Balfour  May  15,  606. 

National  School  Teachers,  and  Roman 
Catholic  University  for  Ireland,  See 
those  Titles. 

Kindergarten    Education,    Training    Col- 
leges, etc. 
Q,    Mr.    Morrell ;    -4.   Sir  J.   Gorst 
May  V2,  475. 

London  School  Board,  See  that  Title. 

Pauper  Children,  Imposition  of  Fees, 
Letters  of  Education  Department,  Copy 
ordered  [Mr.  C.  Morley]  May  15,  587. 

Religious         Instruction    —   Lamboume 
National  School 
Q,  Mr.  S.  Smith;    A.    Sir  J.   Gorst 
jMay  8,  37. 

Roman    Catholic    Elementary    Schools — 
Return 
Q.  Mr.  Channing;    A,  Sir  J.   Gorst 
May  8,  31 

Science  and  Art  Department,  See  that 
Title. 

Scotch  Questions 

Cookery     Instruction    in     Highland 
Schools 

Q8,  Mr.   Weir,  Mr.   Duncombe ; 
A8.  Mr.  A.  G.  Murray  JIf ay  5, 33. 

Finance 
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Scotch  Questions — cont. 
I  Grants  for  Secondary  and  Technical 


Education — eon  t. 

Proportion    of     Grant     l>etwwn 
England  and  Scotland 
Q,  Capt.  Sinclair ;  A.  Mr.  -\. 
G.  Murray  May  i6\  745. 
Return  ordered    [Mr.     Caldwell] 
May  15,  587. 
Labour  Certilicate  Examination^    at 
Paisley,  Results 
Q,  Sir  C.  Cameron ;  A,  Mr.  A.  (i. 
Murray,  May  15,  604. 
Marriage      Gratuity      for       Female 
Teachers 
Q,    Mr.    Weir;    A.    Mr.    A.    G. 
Muixay  May  if,  481. 
Minute,  Publication  of 

Q,  Mr.  T.  Shaw ;  A.  Mr.  A.  (i. 

Murray  May  12,  484. 
\See  Subneading  Grants] 
Minute  presented  Slay  IS,  908. 
Quarrier's,  Dr.,   Orphan  Homes,    .s#, 

that  Title 
Report 

Q.  Mr.  T.  Shaw;  A,  Mr.  A.  (;. 
Murray  May  15,  605. 
Reports  presented.  May  11,  321  :  M<nf 

i;^,  433  ;  May  16,  691,  727. 
School  Attendance  Statistics,  discrep- 
ancy 
Q.  Mr.   Caldwell ;  A,  Mr.  A.  ii. 
Murray  May  8,  45. 
Secondary  Education,  Sec  Sublie:idiu>» 

Grants 
Technical  Schools,  Establishment  of  - 
School  Board  Resolutions 
Q.    Mr.    Weir;    A.    Mr.    A     C;. 
Murray  May  8,  32. 

Secondary  Education,  Technical  £«lura- 
tion,  and  Training  Colleges,  See  those 
Titles 


Os.  Dr.  Clark  May  19,  1036 ;  Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfour  May  19,  1039  ; 
Capt.  Sinclair  May  19,  1040. 

Gaelic  in  Highland  Schools— Number  '  Education  and  Local  Taxation  Account 
of  PupiUeachers  employed  rvio^o^r  *^r.i  a^^   iqoo 
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Q.  Mr.  Weir  ;  A.  Mr.  A.  G. 
Murray  May  8,  32. 

Grants  for  Secondary  and  Technical 
Education 

Qs.  Mr.  Caldwell ;  As.  Mr.  A.  G. 
Murray  May  9,  154;  May  11, 
332;  May  12,  484;  Qs,  Capt. 
Sinclair,  Dr.  Clark,  Mr. 
Buchanan  ;  As,  Sii*  M.  Hicks- 
Beach  May  18,  931  ;  Q.  Mr.  D. 
Nicol ;  A.  Mr.  A.  G.  Murray 
May  19,  1031. 

Evening     Continuation     Schools 
Grant 
Q.  Mr.  Weir ;  ^.  Mr.  A.  G. 
Murray  May  12,  482. 

Half-yearly  Grant 

(i.  Mr.  Wek;  A,  Mr.  A.  G. 
Murray  May  12,  481. 

Minute 
Day  for  Discussion,  etc. 

Qs.  Capt.  Sinclair,  Mr.  Bryce  ; 
As.  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour 
May  11,  334. 

Motion  [Capt.  Sinclair]  May 
0,  221 ;  May  11,  353. 


[Scotland]  Act,  1892 
Return  presented  May  18,  908. 

Education  Department  ProYisional 
Orders  Confirmation  [Aberayon, 
etc.]  BiU 

c.  2r.*  May  15,  581. 

Education  Department  Provisional  Order 
Confirmation  [Liyerpool]  Bill 

/.  2r.*  May  15,  564. 

Education  Department  ProTinonal  Order 
Confirmation  [London]  Bill 

/.  2r.*  May  15,  563. 

Education  of  Children  Bill 

Petitions  May  9,  138  ;  May  12,  470  ;  Mmf 
15,  585  ;  ^lay  16,  726  ;  May  19,  1018. 

Education  [School  Attendance]  [Scotland] 
Bill 

Petition  May  19,  1018. 

Egypt,    Military    Expenditure  —  Return 
presented  May  18,  910. 

Electric  Communication  with  Lightshii*js. 
Balance  of  (irrant 

Q.  Mr.  Weir  ;  ^ .  Mr.  Ritchie  May  15, 594. 
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Zlectric    Lightiiig    Provisioxial    Orders 
[No.  1]  Bill 

/.  2R,*  May  16,  690. 

Xleetric    Lighting    Proviaioxial    Orders 
[No.  2]  Bill 
c.  Com,f  Attendance  of  D.  W.  Smith  and 
J.   W.   Leysbon    ordered    May    11, 
319  ;  May  15,  582. 
Rep.*  May  18,  Wi^, 
Con,*  May  19,  1016. 

Zlectric    Lighting    Proyisional    Orders 
[No.  3]  Bill 

c.  Rep.*  May  1€,  125. 

3R.*  May  17,  SSI. 
/.IIR.*  May  18,S95. 

Zlectric    Lighting    Provisional    Orders 
[No.  41  Bill 

c.  Rep.*  May  12,461. 

3R.*  May  15,  5Sl. 
I.  IR.*  May  16,  690. 

Electric    Lighting    Provisional    Orders 

[No.  6]  Bill 

c.  2r.*  May  9,  137. 
Rep.*  May  18,  905. 
Con.*  May  19,  1017. 

Electric    Lighting    Provisional    Orders 
[No.  6]  Bill 

c.  2k.*  May  9,  137. 
Rep.*  May  18,  905. 
Con.*  May  19,  1017. 

Electric    Lighting    Provisional    Orders 
[No.  8]  Bill 

c.  2R.*  Mays,  26. 
Rep.*  May  18,  905. 
Con.*  May  19,  1017. 

Qectric    Lighting    Provisional    Orders 

[No.  9]  Bill 
/.  2R.  May  IS,  433. 

Electric    Lighting    Provisional    Orders 
[No.  10]  Bill 

/.  2R.*  May  16,  690. 

Electric    Lighting    Provisional    Orders 
[No.  11]  Bill 

/.  2r.*  May  16,  690. 

Electric    T.ightiwg    Provisional    Orders 
[No.  16]  Bill 

c.  IR.*  May  9,  138. 

Electric    Lighting    Provisional    Orders 
[No.  17]  Bill 

c.  IR.*  May  15,  582. 

Electric    Lighting    Provisional    Orders 
[No.  18]  Bill 

c.  IR.*  May  15,  582. 
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Electric    Lighting    Provisional    Orders 
CNo.  19]  Bill 

c.  IVL.*  May  16,  723. 

Elementary  Education  [Defective  and 
Epileptic  Children]— Legislation 

Q,  Mr.  Flower;  A.  Sir  J.  Gorst  May  18 1 
928;  Q.  Mr.  Yoxall;  A.  Sir  J.  Gorot 
May  19,  1030. 

Ellis,  Mr.  J.  £.  [Nottinghamshire,  Rnsh- 
cliffe] 

Ascension  Day,  Committee  Sittings  May 
10,  228  ;  May  11,  335. 

Emigration  of  Poor  Law  Children  to 
Canada 

Q.  Mr.  S.  Smith ;  -4.  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell 
May  15,  597. 

Emigration  and  Immigration  Statistics 
Table  presented  May  10,  228. 

Employers*  Liability,  See  Workmen's  Com- 
pensation Act. 

Enfield  Small  Arms  Factory 

Fuze  Manufacture,  Cost  of 

Qi.   Capt.   Bowles ;    As.    Mr.    J.    P. 
Williams  May  16,  731 ;  May  18. 912 

Overtime  at 

Q.    Mr.    E.    Cecil;    A.    Mr.    J.    P. 
Williams  May  18,  911. 

Engineers,  Royal— Dockyard  Apprentices 
qualifying  as 

Q.  Sir  F.  Flannery  ;  A.  Mr.  Goschen 
May  12,  478. 

Ennis's,  Mr.  J.  F.,  Action  against  Barrow 
Postmaster 

Q.  Mr.  MacNeill ;  A.  Mr,  Hanbury  May 
19,  1028. 

Enteric  Fever  at  King  Williams  Town 
Barracks 

Q.  Mr.  Ascroft ;  A.  Mr.  Wyndham May  11 
323. 

Epileptic  Children,  Education  of,  See 
Elementary  Education  [Defective  and 
Epileptic  Children]. 

Erith  Goods  Station,  Lighting 

Q.  Mr.  Schwann  ;  A.  Mr.  Hanbury  3f ay  i9 
1029. 

EssENDON  National  School  Management 
Q.  Sir  B.  Simeon  ;  A.  Sir  J.  Gorst  May  11 
336. 

Estate  Duties,  See  Death  Duties. 

Evans,  Mr.  S.  [Glamorgan,  Mid] 

Appeal  Court  Judges,  Absence  of — Supple- 
mentary Judge  May  11,  332. 

Supreme  Court  [Appeals]  Bill,  Com.  May 
ll,4Sn. 

Workmen's  Compennation  Act,  1897, 
Appeals — Security  for  Costs  May  15, 597. 
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Exchequer  and  Audit  Act  of  1866,  Re- 
striction OF— Finance  Bill,  Mr.  Bowles' 
Proposal  May  12,  529. 

Bzecutors  [Scotland]  Act  Amendment  Bill 

c.  Cam.*  May  9,  224. 

Expenditure,  Imperial 

Q,  Mr.  J.  A.  Pease ;  A,  Sir  M.  Hicks- 
Beach  May  8y  45. 

Factories  Acts  Amendment  Bill 

Q.  Mr.  Doughty;  A,  Mr.  J.  Ck>llings 
May  19,  1025. 

Factories  and  Workshops 

Jam  Factories — Hours  of  Labour,  etc. 

Qs.  Mr.  Talbot ;  As.  Sir  M.  W.  Ridley 
May  8,  39 ;  May  18,  928. 

Laundries,  Labour  in 

Q.  Mr.  W.  F.  Lawience ;  ^.  Sir  M.  W. 
Ridley  May  8,  39. 

Overtime  in  Government  Factories 

Q.  Mr.  E.  Cecil ;  ^.  Mr.  J.  P.  WUliams 
May  18,  911. 

Factories  and  Workshops  Bill 

f.  IR.*  May  11,  428. 

Factories   and   Workshops  Amendment 
and  Consolidation  Bill 

c,  IR.*  May  18,  1014. 
Fair  Rents,  See  Land  CommissioD,  Ireland. 

Falkirk  Level  Crossing,  5.  May  12,  552, 
554. 

Fardell,  Mr.  T.  G.  [Paddington,  S.] 

London  Government  Bill,  Com,  May  15^ 
662 ;  May  10,  793,  797,  804,  805,  806 ; 
May  IS,  974. 

Fee  Grant,  Scotland,  See  Education, 
Scotch  Questions — Grants. 

Feeble-minded  Children,  Education  of, 
See  Elementary  Education  [Defective  and 
Epileptic  Chilt\ren]. 

Fellowes,  Hon.  A.  E.  [Hunts,  Ramsey] 

Pig  Trade  l)etween  Ireland  and  Great 
Britain  May  19,  1030 

Fenchurch  Street  and  Barking— Work- 
men's Trains  l>etween 

Q.  Mr.  Lough  ;  A.  Mr.  Long  May  8,  52. 

Ferousson,  Sir  J.  [Manchester,  N.] 

Post  Office  Telephone  Exchanges— Return 
May  11,  339. 

Red  Sea  Lighthouses,  Turkish  Government 
building  May  11,  342. 

Fermanagh  Land  Cases— Additional  Assist- 
ant CommLHsioners 
Q.  Mr.  Archdale;  A,  Mr.  G.  W.  Balfour 
May  8,  33. 
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Fever  Outbreak  in  Glenties  Union-*- 
Guardians*  Liability  for  burning  infected 
houses 

g.  Mr.  MacNeill ;  A.  Mr.  G.  ^V.  Balfour 
May  11,  347. 

Field,  Admiral  [Sussex,  Eastbourne] 

Fnnchal — Outrage  on  British  Missionaiy 
May  18,  922 

Field,  Mr.  W.  [Dublin,  St.  Patrick) 
Constabulary,  Royal  Irish 

Cadets,  Period  of  Service,  etc.  May  9, 
143 

Constitution,   etc. — Inquiry    May  9, 
142 

Fish — Freight  Charges  on  Irish  Railways 
May  9,  141. 

Fishery  Board,  Ireland,  Reconstitation  of 
May  9,  145 

File-cutting    and    Grinding    Trades— 
Dangerous  Trades  Committee  £\ddence 

Qs.  Sir  H.  Vincent,  Mr.  "S.  Wortley ;  As. 
Sir  M.  W.  Ridley  May  12,  472. 

Finance 

India,  See  that  Title. 

Revenue  and  Expenditura  of  the  United 

Kingdom,  See  tliat  Title. 

Finance  Bill 

c.  Com.  May  11,  363  ;  May  12,  503 ;  Matf 
15,  687. 

Finance  Bill 

Division  of  Bill  into  two  parts — Instruction 
to  Committee,  Mr.  Buchanan's  Motion 
May  11,  363. 

Stamp  Duties,  Death  Duties,  Wine  Duties 
etc..  See  those  Titles 

Financial    Relations    between    Great 
Britain  and  Ireland 

Q.  Mr.  Clancy;  A.  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour 
May  11,  350. 

Fine    or    Imprisonment   [Scotland    and 
Ireland]  Bill 

I  r.  Com.  •  May  10,  300. 

Finlav,  Sir  R.  B.—Solicttot^-General  [Inver- 
ness Burghs] 

London  (iovemment  Bill,  Com.  May  8,  61, 
62,  64.  87,  98,  111,  112,  118,  119,  126; 
Mai/ 9,  161.  170,  171,  175,  181,  182,  187. 
195;  207,  213,  214. 217  ;  May  15,  608, 619, 
630.  632,  637,  645,  646,  651,  678 ;  May 
10,  759,  763.  764,  779,  780,  781,  786,  793, 
821,  822,  824.  829 ;  May  18,  967,  990, 
1011,  1012,  1013. 

Fire  Brigades  Bill 

Select  Committee,  Members  Nominated 
May  10,  751. 
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Billingsgate  Fish  ToIIb  Grievance 

Q,    Mr.    Archdale ;   A,    Mr.    Long, 
May  8,  34. 

Freight  Charges  on  Irish  Railways 

Q,  Mr.  fie\d  ;  A.  Mr.  G.  W.  Balfour 
May  9,  141 

Undersized  Fish  Bill,  See  tliat  Title. 

Fisheries 

Howth — Complaints  against  Trawlers 
g.  Mr.  Clancy ;  A,  Mr.  G.  W.  Balfour 
May  9, 144. 

Newfoundland,  French  Shore  Question — 
Treaty  Relations 
Q,  Mr.   J.   H.   Ro1)erts;  A.   Mr.   J. 
Chamherlain  May  8,  50. 

North  Sea  Fisheries  Conference,  Date  of 
Q,  Mr.  Tennant ;  A,  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour 
May  11,  334. 

Salmon    Fisheries,    Scotland  —  Sale     of 
Crown  KiuhU 
Q.  Mr.  Buchanan  ;  A,  Mr.  Hanbury 
May  16,  IZl. 

Scotch    Bait  Supplies — EntabliMhment  of 
Mussel  Beds 
Q,  Sir  W.  Wedderbum  ;  A.  Mr.  A.  G. 
Murray  May  18^  929. 

Sea  Fisheries  Regulation  [Scotland]  Act — 
District  Committees 
Q.  Mr.  Crombie ;  A.  Mr.  A.  G.  Murray 
May  15,  605. 

Skye,  Police  Patrol — New  CniLser 

Q,  Mr.  Weir;  A,  Mr.  A.  G.  Murray 
May  12,  481. 

Trawling,  See  that  Title. 

Trout  Fishing  Annual  Close  Time  [Scot- 
land] Bill,  See  that  Title. 


Flshermen,  Scotland— Waste  Land  Culti- 
vation in  Island  of  Lewis 

O.  Mr.  Weir  May  19,  1050. 

Fish  KB  Y  Board,  Ireland,  Reconstitution,  etc. 

Q.  Mr.  Field;  A.  Mr.  G.  W.  Balfour 
May  9,  145. 

Fishguard  and  Bosslare  Bailways  and 
Harbours  Bill 

r.  Con,*  May  10,  225, 

3k,*  May  15,  580. 
/.  1R.»  May  16,  690. 

FiTZMAURiCK,  Lord  E.  [Wilts,  Cricklade] 

London  Government  Bill,  Com.  Ma  if  8, 6o  ; 
May  9,  182,  204,  211;  Mo  if  15,  627; 
May  16,  775.  778,  794,  800,  806,  809. 

Flank ERY,  Sir  F.  [Yorkshire,  Shipley] 

Dockyard  ApprenticeM  c|uaUf>Hiig  an  Naval 
Engineers  May  U\  478. 

Khyher,  Death  of  Apprentice  at  Diego 
May  9,  148. 

Telephone  Wayleave« — Delay  in  granting 
May  16,  738. 

Floods  Proyention  Bill 

r.  IR.*  Jlfay^,  128. 
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Flower,  Mr.  E.  [Bradford,  W.] 

Feeble-minded   Children,    Education  — 
Legblation  May  18,  928. 

Industrial  Schools — Denominational  Edu- 
cation,  Amended  Rule  May  9, 150. 

London  School  Board  Accounts,  Form  of 
Audit  May  16,  738. 

Flynn,  Mr.  J.  C.  [Ck)rk,  N.] 

National   Teachers,    Ireland  —  Assistant 
Teachers'  Salaries  May  8,  38. 

Foot  Guards,  AcnvE  Service  —  Position  on 
Koster 

Q,  Maj.  Raseh ;  A.  Mr.  Wyndham  Maty 
9,150 

FooTT,  Mr. — Conduct  of  at  Cork  County  Coun- 
cil Election 

Q,  Mr.  W.  Abraham;  A,  Mr.  G.  W.  Balfour 
May  8,  40. 

Foreign  and  other  Secret  Services,  Vote 

for,  May  19,  1057. 

Foreign  Office 

Secretary  of  State^Marquees  of  Salisbury. 
Under  Secretary^Rt.  Hon.  W.  St.  John 
Brodrick. 

Fowler,  Sir  H.  H.  [Wolverhampton,  E.) 

Finance  BUI,  Com.  May  11,  365. 

London  Government  Bill,  Com,  May  8,  68. 

Sugar  Duties,  India  Tariff  Act  —  Signa- 
tures to  Despatch  May  16,  734. 

Wine  Duties— Finance  Bill,  May  11,  387. 

France 

Madagascar,    Newfoundland,    Paris    Ex- 
hibition, etc..  See  those  Titles. 

Trade  Report  presented  May  8, 5 ;  May  16, 
691. 

Trawlers  in  Rye  and  Hythe  Bays 

Q.  Sir  E.  Sassoon ;  A,  Mr.  Macartney 
May  9,  153. 

Free  Trade— Petition  May  18,  908. 
Friends'  Provident  Institution  Bill 

/.  3R.*  Maff  8,  6. 
c.  1R.*28.' 

2r.*  May  17,  887. 

Fruit    Preserving    Factories,    See   Jam 
Factories. 

FULMAR,  Arrest   by   Danish  Gunboat 
off  Iceland 
Q,  Mr.  Doughty ;  A,  Mr.  Brodrick  May  8, 
47. 

FuNCHAL — Outrage  on  British  Missionary 

Q.    Admiral    Field;    A,    Mr.    Brodrick 
May  18,  922, 

Fumess  Railway  Bill 

/.  Rep.*  May  15,  56Z 
3k,*  May  18,  892. 
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Fuse  Manufacture  at  Enfield,  Cost  of 

Qs,  Capt.  Bowles ;  As.  Mr.  J.  P.  Williams 
May  16,  731 ;  May  18,  912. 

Gaelic  in  Highland  Schools,  Number  of 
Pupil-teachers  Employed 

Q.  Mr.    Weir;   A,    Mr.  A.    G.   Murray 
May  8,  32. 

(}aizi8boroiigli    Urban    District    Coimcil 
[Gas]  Bill 

I.  Sli.*  May  1£,  4^^l, 
c.  IR.*  May  15,  584. 

GALATEA,  H.M.S.,  Dockyard  re-fit,  etc. 

Q.  Sir  S.  King ;  ^.  Mr.  Goschen  May  12, 
479. 

Galloway,  Mr.  W.  J.  [Manchester,  S.W.] 

Constitution  Hill,   Lighting,  and   Police 
Supervision  May  18,  929. 

Wine  Duties,  Budget  Proposal — Finance 
Bill,  May  11, 391, 

Galway    County  —  Sconlon    Estate,    Land 
Commission  Report 

g.  Mr.  Sheehy;   A.   Mr.   G.  W.  Balfour 
May  12,  486. 

Game  Laws,  Inland  Revenue  Prosecutions — 
Bbt.  Return  presented  May  19,  1020. 

Oas  Light  and  Coke  Company  Bill 

c.  3r.  May  11,  301. 
I.  IR.*  May  1£,  ^l. 

Gas  Orders  Confirmation  [No.  1]  Bill 

/.  2r.*  May  18,  SU. 

Gas  Orders  Confirmation  [No.  2]  Bill 

/.  2R,*  May  18,  895. 

Gas  Undertakings— Return  ordered  [Mr. 
Ritchie]  May  16,  729. 

Gas  Undertakings  [Local  Authorities]— 
Return  ordered  [Mr.  Ritchie]  May  16, 
729. 

Gateshead  and  District  Tramways  Bill 

c.  3r.*  May  8,  24. 
/.  IR.*  May  9,  131. 
2R.*  May  18,  S92. 

Gebmany,  Commercial  Treaty  with— 
Petition  May  11,  320. 

Gibraltar  —  Contagious      Disease     among 
Troops 
Q,  Mr.  JPierpoint ;  A.  Mr.  Wyndham  May 
8,S\. 

Glamorganshire,    Military  in,   Cost    of 
Supplies — Reg.  v.  County  Council 
Q.   Mr.   D.   A.  Thomas;    A,   Mr.   J.   P. 
Williams  May  8,  30. 
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Glasgow  Corporation  [(Hw  and  Water]  Bill 

/.  3R.*  May  9,  131. 
c.  IR,*  Jfayif,  469. 

Glasgow    Corporation   [Tramways,   etc] 
Bill 

/.  3R,*May9,  131. 
c.  IR.*  May  12,  469. 

Glasgow  District  Subway  Bill 

/.  3r,*  May  8,2^, 

Glastonbury  Water  Bill 

c.  Bep.*  May  12,  468. 
Con,*  May  19,  1016. 

Glenties   Union— Fever   Outbreak,     (Junr 
dians'  Liability    for   burning    infected 
houses 
g.    Mr.   S.   MacNeill;    A,    Mr.    G.   W. 
Balfour  3fayii,  347. 

GoDDARD,  Mr.  D.  F.  [Ipswich] 

London  Government  Bill,  Com,  May  8,  83. 

GOKTIEK    Viaduct  —  British  and  Ajnerican 
Tenders 
Q.  Sir  A.  Hickman  ;  A.  Lord  G.  Hamilton 
May  9,  156. 

Gk>ole  Urban  District  Council  Bill 

c.  3r.*  May  8,2A, 
L  lR.*May9,  131. 
2r.*  May  18,  S92, 

GoRST,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  J.  E,— Vice-President  oj 
th^  Committee  of  Council  on  Education 
[Cambridge  Univm^ity] 

Defective  and  Epileptic  Children,  Educa- 
tion of — Legislation  May  18,  9^  ;  Mnu 
19,  1030. 

Dispensers,  Unqualified,  Accidents  due  to 
May  12,  475. 

Education  Estimates — Effect  of  Repeal  of 
lis.  Qd,  limit  May  15,  595. 

Essendon  National  School,  Inefficient 
management  May  11,  337. 

Kindergarten  Education  —  Training' 

Colleges,  etc.  May  12,  476. 

Lamboume  National  School — Religious 
Instruction  May  8,  38. 

Roman  Catholic  Elementary  Schools- 
Return  May  8,31. 

Scholarships  in  Technical  Education— 
Science  and  Art  Department  Mai/  II, 
336. 

Science  and  Art  Department — ^Tem]x>rary 
Tjrpist,  Salary,  etc.  May  15,  506. 

South  Kensington  Museum  Staff— Exam- 
ination for  Assistant  [Art  Branch] 
Result  May  18,  929. 

Willington  Boanl  School,  Durham— Out- 
door Pauper  Children,  etc.  May  15,  .596. 
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GOSCHEN,  Rt.  Hon.  G.  J.— First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  [St.  George's,  Hanover 
Square] 

Channel  Squadron,  Visit  to  Lerwick,  pro- 
posed May  llj  327. 

Dockyard  Apprentices  qualifying  a8  Naval 
Engineers  Afay  13,  478. 

GaleUea,  H.M.S.,    Dockyard   re-fit,    etc. 
May  12,  479. 

Ships'  Offices,  Position  of  May  15,  587. 

Terribie,    H.M.S.,     Repairs,    Cost,     etc. 
May  12,  479. 

Thames  Iron  Works — Admiralty  Contracts 
May  11,  327. 

Watertight  Doors  for  Ships  May  11,  325. 

Writers,  Vacancies — System  of  Promotion, 
etc.  May  15,  588. 

GouLDiNG,  Mr.  E.  a.  [Wilts,  Devizes) 

London  Government  Bill,  Com.  May  8,  77. 

GoURLEY,  Sir  E.  T.  [Sunderland) 

Terrible,  H.M.S. — Repairs,  Cost  of  May 
12,  478. 

Grant,  Major,  Promotion  of 

Q.  Mr.  Crombie  ;  A,  Mr.  Wyndham  May 
U,  479. 

Gray,  Mr.  E.  [West  Ham,  N.) 

Board  of    Trade  Clerks,   Granting  Ci\'il 
Ser\'ice  Certificates  to  May  11,  331. 
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/.  2r.*  May  9,  130. 
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Qreat  Central 

f.  Con.*  May  8,  25. 
3r.*  Afrtt/ii,  301. 
/.  IR.*  May  12,  431. 


Great  GrimBby  Street  Tramways  Bill 

/.  Eep.*  May  15,  5Q\. 


Great  Northern  Bailway  Bill 

/.  Report  from  Select  Com.  May  15,  561. 

Great  Northern  and  Strand  Bailway  Bill 

/.  2r.*  Jifrtyi-?,  430. 

Great  Northern  Railway  Company  v. 
(iREAT  Central  Railway  Company— 
Petition  May  9,  137. 

Great  Northern  Railway  of  Ireland, 
Train  Ser\*ice,  etc.  S.  May  12,  552. 

Great  Soathem  and  Western  Bailway 
Bill 

r.  Select  Committee,  Memljer»  nominated 
May  12,  465. 

Great  Sonthem  and  Western  and  Water- 
ford,  Limerick  and  Western  Bail- 
way  Companies  Amalgamation  Bill 

r.  Select  Committee,  Meml«n*  nominated 
May  12,  465. 

21 


Great  Western  and  Great  Central  Bail* 
way  Companies  Bill 

c.  Rep,*  May  8,  2&, 

Con,*  May  16,  680. 

3r.*  May  18,  904. 
/.  IR.*  May  IS,  893. 

Great  Taxmouth  Water  Bill 

/.  3r.*  May  12,  431. 
c.  IR.*  May  16,  584. 

Greece — Trade  Report  presented,  May  8,  5. 

Green,  Mr.  W.  [Wednesbury] 

Indian     Government     Churches  —  New 
Regulations,  May  9,  156. 

Greenock  and  Port  Glasgow  Tramways 
Bill 

c.  2R.*  May  8,  25. 

Greenwich  Hospital,  Income  and  Ex- 
penditure—Statement  presented  May  11, 
322;  May  12,  4^. 

Gretton,  Mr.  J.  [Derbyshire,  S.] 

Pekin  -  Manchurian     Railway,     Russia's 
Demand  May  18,  923. 

Greville,  Lord 

Ritualistic  Services  at  Brighton,  Soldiers* 
Compulsory  Attendance  May  8,  6. 

Griffith,  Mr.  E.  J.  [Anglesey] 

Ceylon  Waste  Land  Ordinances  May  19p 
1047,  1048. 

Transvaal 

Arrests  of  British  Subjects  May  16, 

836. 
Uitlanders'   Petition    to   the  Queen» 

Sir  A.  Milner's  Report  May  19, 1024. 

Ghrocers'  Licences   [Scotland]   Abolition 
Bill 

Petitions  May  8,  28;  May  18,  907. 

Gkosyenor  Ohapel  [London]  Bill 

/.  Rep,*  May  18,  892. 

Ground  Rents  [Taxation  by  Local  Au- 
thorities]—Petitions  May  8, 28  ;  May  11, 
320 ;  May  15,  585 ;  May  16,  726 ;  May  17, 
888  ;  May  18,  907  ;  May  19,  1018. 

Qround  Valnes  [Taxation]  [Scotland]  Bill 

Petitions  May  8,  28  ;  May  12,  470 

Guards 

Coldstream    Guards,    Age    and    Service 
Particulars,  etc. 
Q.  Mr.  Amold-For«ter ;  A.  Mr.  Wynd* 
ham  May  18,  912. 

Foot  Guards,  Position  on  Roster  for  Active 
Ser\'ice 
Q,  Major  Rasch ;  A .  Mr.  Wyndham 
May  9, 150. 
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Gun  Licences,  Wick  Prosecution— Case  of  J. 
Sutherland 
Q,  Mr.   Hedderwick  ;  A,  Sir  M.  Hicks- 
Beach  May  16,  740. 

Haldane,  Mr.  R.  B.  [Haddington] 

London  (Government  Bill,  Com,  May  8, 78 ; 
May  9,  201,  207 ;  May  16,  770. 

Half-timers  Bill,  see  Education  of  Children 
Bill. 

Halsbury,  Earl  of 

Lincolnshire  Coroners  Bill,  Com,  May  9, 
133. 

Halsey,  Mr.  T.  F.  [Herts.,  Watford] 

Cape  Colony  Mails— Postmaster-General's 
Objections  to  H.M.  Ships'  Mail  Bags 
May  11,  353. 

Hamilton,  Rt.  Hon.  Lord  O,— Secretary  of 
State  for  India  [Middlesex,  Ealing] 

Army,  Cost  of  Troops  in  India  May  18, 
914. 

Banganipalli  Disturbances,  Inquiry  May 
16,  734 

Bombay 

College  of  Law,  Affiliation  to  Bombay 
University  May  16,  733. 

Insolvency  Court 

Assignee,  Salary  of  May  18,  915 

Clerk's  Salary  May  11, 328 ;  May 
18,  914 

Chitral  Grarrison,  Withdrawal  of  May  18, 
915. 

Churches,  Government — New  Service  Reg- 
ulations May  9, 156. 

Cooper's  Hill  Engineering  College,  Salary 
ot  President  May  16,  734. 

Criminal  Law  Administration,  Revision 
May  11,  330. 

Finance,  Commissioners'  Report  May  15, 
590. 

Financial  Statement,  Date  of  Publication 
May  18,  913. 

Goktiek  Viaduct,  British  and  American 
Tenders  May  9,  156. 

Military  Works  Department,  Senior 
Officers  in  May  15,  589. 

Primogeniture  Succession  in  the  Punjaub — 
Petitions  May  11,  329. 

Public  Works  Department,  Promotion — 
Petition  May  15,  591. 

Railways 

Extension,   Native  States'  Contribu- 
tion May  8,  42. 

Gauges,  Extension  of    Small  Gauge 
May  16,  735. 

Sugar  Duties — Tariff  Act 

Papers  relating  to  May  8,  43. 
Signatures  to  Despatch  May  16,  734. 

Sugar  Imports,  Statistics  May  18,  916. 
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Hampden,  Viscount 

Metropolitan  Water  Companies  Bill,  Coin, 
May  16,  696,  704,  706,  707. 

Hampstead    Churcli   [Emmanael,    West 
End]  Bill 

/.  3R.»Jlfayi^,  43L 
c.  IR,*  ATayiJ,  584. 

Hanbury,  Rt.  Hon.  R.  V^ .Secretary  of  th 
Treasury  [Preston] 
Ballymoney  Post  Office,  Position,  etc.  May 
iJ,  604. 

Constantinople,  British  Postmaster,  Ap- 
pointment May  15,  601. 

Curracrow  Postal  Service,  House  to  Hoase 
delivery  May  18,  933. 

Dog  Tax  in  Crofter  Districts  of  Scotlanil 
May  19,  1056. 

Erith  Goods  Station,  Lighting  May  19, 
1029. 

Irish  Mail  Service — London  and  North- 
western Railway  Contract  May  15, 601. 

National  Debt  Office,  Saturday  Half -holi- 
day May  19,  1056. 

Newbliss  Mail  Delivery  May  18,  938. 

Letter    to    Post   Office    Department 
May  19,  1027. 

Newcastle  [Co.  Down]  Pier  and  Harbour 
Works,  Grant  May  18,  934. 

Newspapers,  Sunday  Edition — Government 
Advertisements  may  18,  926. 

Oldliam  Telegrams,  Delay  in  transmission 
^     May  15,  603. 

Penny  Postage,  Imperial,  Colonies  aj^reeinj; 
to  Scheme  May  16,  738. 

Pensions,  Military  and  Naval — Deductions, 
Officers  holding  Civil  Appointment** 
May  15,  600. 

Post  Office  Savings  Banks,  Management 
Expenses  May  18,  926. 

Postmen,  Leave  of  Absence  May  IS,  924. 

Railway  Accidents  Commission,  ScottlHli 
Representation  May  19,  1029. 

Salmon  Fisheries,  Scotland  —  Sale  of 
Crown  Rights  May  16,  737. 

Sgixda  Rock,  Erection  of  Beacon  on  May 
19,  1029. 

Sub-Postmasters,  Rural  Postmen  assLstin}; 
May  18,  925. 

Telegraphic  Inaccuracies,  Liability  of 
Postmaster-General  May  19,  1028. 

Telegraphs  [Telephonic  Communication, 
etc]  Bill,  Extension  to  Non-county 
Boroughs  May  15,  603. 

Telephone  Wayleaves,  Delay  in  granting 
May  16,  738. 

Undersiied  Fish  Bill— Date  of  Introduc- 
tion May  19,  1030. 

Vaccination,  False  Certificates — Prosecu- 
tion of  Dr.  Lamont  May  15,  599. 

Hankow,  British   Property  in— Russian 
Officials'  Action 
Q.  Mr.  Ascroft;  A.  Mr.    Brodrick    May 
11,  346. 
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Harcourt,  Sir  W.  [Monmouthshire,  W.] 

Budget,  Sinking  Fund,  etc. — Finance  Bill 
May  11,  364,  423. 

Church  Discipline  Bill,  2r.  May  10,  252, 
276,  282. 

Estate  Duties  Aggregation,  etc. — Finance 
Bill  May  IS,  515,  521,  525. 

Harris,  Lord 

Allotments  [London]  Bill,  2r.  May  12, 
437,  439. 

Isolation  Hospitals  Act  [Amendment]  Bill, 
2R.  May  16,  695. 

Oysters  Bill,  2r.  May  18,  897. 

Harwood,  Mr.  G.  [Bolton] 

National  Debt  Permanent  Charge — 
Finance  Bill  May  11,  415. 

Wine  Duties — Finance  Bill  May  11,  400. 

HastingB  and  St.  Leonaxds  (Hw  Bill 

/.  ZVL*May8,  4. 
c.  IR.*  27. 
2R.*  May  17,  887. 

Healy,  Mr.  M.  [Cork] 

South  Kensington  Museum — Art  Branch 
Assistant  Examination,  Result  May  18, 
928. 

SSATON,  Mr.  H.  [Canterbury] 

Penny  Postage,  Imperial,  Colonies  agreeing 
to  Scheme  May  16,  738. 

Hedderwick,  Mr.  T.  C.  H.  [Wick  Burghs] 
Arrow  Poisons  and  their  Antidotes,  Study 
of  May  16,  735 

Oun  Licence  Prosecution  at  Wick  May  16, 
740 

Tourmaline  Case — Prosecution  of  Major 
Spilsbury  May  16,  736 

Hemphill,  Rt.  Hon.  C.  H.  [Tyrone,  N.] 

Albert  and  Munster  Institutes,  Salaries  of 
Officers  May  IS,  607 

Judges'  Salaries,  Ireland — Savings  from 
Suppressed  Judgeships  May  12,  488. 

Henderson,  Mr.  A.  [Staffordshire,  W.] 
Stamp  Duty— Finance  Bill  May  11,  408. 

Heneage,  Lord 

Lincolnshire  Coroners  Bill,  Com,  May  9, 
133. 

Henn,    Mr.,    Conduct    at    Ballintoohe 
Petty  Sessions 
Q,    Mr.  DUlon;  v4.  Mr.  G.  W.   Balfour 
May  18,  935. 

Hickman,  Sir  A.  [Wolverliampton,  W.] 

Goktiek  Viaduct — British  and  American 
Tenders  May  9, 156. 

Hicks-Beach,  See  Beach,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  M. 
Hicks. 

23 


High  Licence  System  of  United  States 

Q,  Mr.  £.  Robertson ;  A,  Sir  M.  Hicks- 
Beach  May  9,  152. 

Highland  Lads,  Facilities  for  entering  the 
Navy 

Q.  Mr.  Weir;  A.  Mr.  W.  E.  Macartney 
May  19,  1021 ;  0.  Mr.  Weir  May  19, 
1050. 

Highland  Schools— Cookery  Instruction 
Q.  Mr.  Weir  ;  A.  Mr.  Murray  May  8,  33. 

Historical  Manuscripts  Royal  Commis- 
sion, Report  presented  May  9,  132,  139. 

Hoare,  Mr.  S.  [Norwich] 

Estate  Duties  Aggregation — Finance  Bill 
May  12,  516. 

Hogan,  Mr.  J.  F.  [Tipperary,  Mid] 

Anticosti  Evictions,  Canadian  Govern- 
ment's Action  May  16,  736.' 

Pacific  Cable  Scheme-^British  Columbia's 
Contribution  May  9,  155. 

Tauranga,  H.  M.S.,  Visit  to  Tonga  May  16, 
730. 

Holland— Trade  Report  presented  May  8,  5. 

Holland,  Mr.  L.R.  [Tower  Hamlets,  Bow,etc.] 

London  Government  Bill,  Com.  May  9, 
202,  203,  210 ;  May  15,  633,  641,  642, 
663,  677,  680 ;  May  18,  973,  976,  984, 
987,  991. 

HOLLYMOUNT     DISTRICT     POSTAL    SERVICE, 

House- to- House  Delivery,  etc. 

Q,  Mr.  Davitt;  A,  Mr.  Hanbury  Afay  i^, 
933. 

Home  Office 

Secretary  of  Siate—BX,  Hon.  Sir  M.  W. 

Ridley. 
Under-Secretary — ^Rt.  Hon.  J.  Collings. 

Hong-Kong  and  Singapore  Cable  Agree- 
ment—Company's  Preferential   Right, 
etc 
Q,  Mr.  Provand ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Chamberlain 
May  8,  53. 

Horses,  Army,  Average  Age,  etc. 

Q.  Major  Rasch  ;  A»  Mr.  Wyndham  May 
16,  589. 

Honforth  Urban  District  Council  Water 
BiU 

I,  3R.*  May  12,  431. 

c.  Lords  Amendts,  May  18,  904. 

HOULDSWORTH,  SiR  W.  [Manchenter,  N.W.] 
Rating  of  Machinery  Bill,  2R.   May  17^ 
889. 

House  of  Lords  Offices,  Report  from  Select 
Com,  May  18,  903. 
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Honsing  of  the  Working  Glasses  Pro- 
visional Order  [Borrow  Stounness] 
Bill 

clVi,*  May  8,  26. 

HowTH     Fisheries  —  Complaints     against 
Trawlers 
Q,  Mr.  Clancy;   ^.  Mr.  G.  W.  Balfour 
May  9,  144. 

Hubbard,  Hon.  E.  [Lambeth,  Brixton] 

Death  Duties  Aggregation — Finance  Bill 
ilfayi;^,  511,  518. 

London  Government  Bill,  Com.  May  8,  83. 

Hudson,  Mr.  [Herts.,  Hitchin] 

India,  Public  Works  Department,  Pro- 
motion— Petition  May  15,  591. 

Hughes,  Col.  [Woolwich] 

London  Government  Bill,  Coitu  May  8,  82, 
104,  116,  117  ;  May  .9,  168,  177,  189,  212, 
218  ;  May  15y  621, 634, 641, 656,  669,  675, 
679 ;  May  16,  763,  769,  773,  776,  780, 
789,  799,  801,  802,  804,  807,  809,  811,  812, 
821 ;  May  18,  994. 

Hnll,  Bamsley  and  West  Biding  Junction 
Railway  and  Dock  Bill 

e.  2r.*  May  8,  25. 
Rep.*  May  18,  906. 

Hull   Trawler,   Arrest  of,  by   Danish 
Gunboat 
Q.    Mr.     Doughty;     A.     Mr.     Brodrick 
May  8,  47. 

Hmnber  Conservancy  Bill 

/.  Report  from  Select  Com.  May  9,  130. 

Sn.*  Afay  IS,  562. 
c.  IK.*  May  16,  753. 

Hungary,  See  Austria- Hungary. 

Hythe— Frencli  Trawlers  in  the  Bay 

Q.  Sir  E.  Sassoon;  A,  Mr.  Macartney 
May  9,  153. 

Illicit    Commissions,    See    Prevention    of 
Corruption  Bill. 

ILOILO     Bombardment  — Compensation    to 
British  Traders 

Q.  Capt.  Sinclair;  A,  Mr.  Brodrick  May 
12,  480. 

Immature  Fish,  See  Undersized  Fish  BiU. 

Immigration  and  Emigration  Statistics, 
Table  presented  May  10,  228. 

Imperial  Defence  Act,  Account  presented 
May  12,  435,  471. 

Imperial     Penny     Postage,    See    Penny 
Postage. 

Imperial  Revenue,  See  Revenue  and  Expen- 
diture of  the  United  Kingdom. 
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Secretary  of  State — Rt.  Hon.  Lord  G» 
Hamilton. 

Army 

Colonels'  Pay — Compensation  on  Com- 
pulsory Retirement 
^  Q.  Maj.  Rasch;   A.  Mr.  Wynd- 

ham  May  19,  1021. 
Cost  of  Troops 

Q.  Mr.  H.  Roberts ;  A,  Lord  G. 
Hamilton  May  18,  914. 
Senior    Officers    in    Military    Works 
Department 
Q.    Maj.    Rasch  ;    A.    Lord   G. 
Hamilton  May  15,  589. 

Banganapalli  Disturbances^Inqniry 

Q.  Mr.  Bryce ;  A.  Lord  G.  H^nilton 
May  16,  732. 

Bombay,  See  that  Title. 

Chitral,  Withdrawal  of  Garrison,  etc. 
Q.  Sir  W.  Wedderbum  ;  A.  Lord  G. 
Hamilton  May  18,  915. 

Churches,  Government,  New  Regulations- 
Presbyterian  and  Wesleyan  Services 
Q.    Mr.   W.    Green  ;     A.    Lord    G. 
Hamilton  May  9,  156. 

Cooper's  Hill  Engineering  College,  Salary 
of  President 
Q.  Mr.  Maclean  ;  A.  Lord  G.  Hamil- 
ton May  16,  734. 

Criminal  Law  Administration,  Revision-^ 
District  Magistrates'  Powers 
Q.    Mr.    H.   Roberts  ;     A.    Lord  G. 
Hamilton  May  11,  329. 
Finance — Revenue  and  Expenditure 

Accounts    presented    May   11,    321 ; 

May  12,  434. 
Commissioners'  Report 

Q.  Sir  M.  Bhownaggree ;  A,  Lord 
G.  Hamilton  May  15,  589. 

Estimate  presented  May  11,  321 ;  May 
12,  434. 

Financial  Statement 

Q.  Mr.  H.  Roberts  ;  A.  Xord  G. 
Hamilton  May  18,  913. 

Statement  presented  May  19, 1020. 

Home  Accounts   presented  May  lU 
321  ;  May  12,  434. 

Goktiek  Viaduct— British  and  American 
Tenders 
Q.    Sir  A.    Hickman  ;    A,   Lord  G* 
Hamilton  May  9,  166. 

Primogeniture  Succession  in  the  Punjaub^ 
Petitions — Return 
Q.  Mr.  Kimber ;  A.  Lord  G.  Hamilton 
May  11,  328. 

Public  Works  Department,  Promotion — 
Petition 
Q.  Mr.  Hudson ;  A.  Lord  G.  HamUton 
May  15,  591. 

Railways 

Extension  —  Native    States*    Contri- 
butions 
Q.    Sir   J.    Leng;    A.    Lord    G. 
Hamilton  May  8,  42. 
Gauges  —  Extension    of    Metre   and 
Small  Gauges 
Q.   Sir  J.   Kitson;  A.  LoM  G. 
Hamilton  May  16,  735. 
Sugar  Duties,  See  Sugar. 
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Industrial  Disputes,  Conciliation  in,  S. 
May  12,  554. 

Industrial  Schools,  S§c  Reformatory  and 
Industrial  Schools. 

Inebriates  Act,  1898  —  Ke^nilations  for 
Management  of  Reformatories  presented 
May  9,  132. 

InfiiLiLt  Orphan  Asylum  Bill 

/.  3R.*  Mays,  6. 
r.  iR.*  27. 
2r.*  May  17,  887. 

Infections    Diseases    [Notiflcation]   Act 
[1889]  Extension  Bill 

/.  2r.  May  9,  134. 
Bep.^  May  15,  579. 

Inland  •Revenue  Department,  Vote  for 
May  19,  1055. 

Innlshowen    Head  Telephone   Office— 
Violation  of  Coastguanl  Rules 

Q.  Mr.  T.  B.  Curran  ;  A.  Mr.  Anstruther 
May  11,  326. 

Insolvency  Court,  Bombay,  See  Bombay. 

Intermediate  Education,  Ireland,  See 
Education — Irish  Questions. 

Intoxicating  Liquors,  Sec  Liquor  Traffic. 

INVER  Water  Supply,  Unsatisfactory  State 

Q.    Mr.    Weir;    A,   Mr.   A.  G.   Murray 
May  8,  41. 

Ireland 

Lord  Lieutenant — Earl  Cadogan. 
Chief  Secretary— BX.  Hon.  G.W.Balfour. 
Attorney-General — Rt.  Hon.  J. Atkinson. 
Solicitor-General — Mr.  D.  P.  Barton. 

Albert  and  Munster  Institutes,  Salaries 
of  Officers 
Q,    Mr.   Hemphill;    A.   Mr.   G.   W. 
Balfour  May  15,  007. 

Ballyconnell  District  Council  Election — 
Spoilt  Voting  Papers 
Q,  Mr.  A.  O'Connor;  A,  Mr.  G.  W. 
Balfour  M(ty  16,  749. 

Balljinoney  Post  Office,  Position,  etc. 
Q.  Mr.  Daly  ;  A,  Mr.  Kajxhiay  May  15, 
604. 

Bills  relating  to,  See  their  Titles. 

Board  of  Agriculture,  See  Agricultural  and 
Technical  Instruction  [Ireland]  Bill. 

Breaffy  Public  Meeting,  Suppression  of 

Qs.  Mr.  Da>'itt ;  As.  Mr.  G.  W. 
Balfour  May  16,  747  ;  May  18, 
938. 

Motion  [Mr.  Davitt]  May  18,  944. 

Celtic    OmainentH    Committee,    Recom- 
mendations 
Q.   Mr.   P.  O'Brien  ;  A.  Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour  May  12,  490. 
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Ireland — tont. 

Church  Fund— Effect  of  Tithe  Rent-charge^ 
Bill  on 
q.  Mr.  DUlon ;  A.  Mr.  G.  W.  Balfour 
May  15,  607. 
Congested  Districts  Board,  See  that  Title. 

Constabulary,  Royal  Irish,  See  that  Title. 

Cork,  Dublin,  etc.,  See  those  Titles. 

County  Council  Election,  Cork 

Foott,  Mr.,  Conduct  of 

Q.  Mr.  W.  Abraham ;  -4.  Mr.  G. 
W.  Balfour  May  8,  40. 
Petty  Sessions  Clerks  as    Returning 
Officers 
Q.  Capt.  Donelan ;  -4.  Mr.  G.  W. 
Balfour  May  11,  349. 

I         Curracrow  Postal  Service 
I  Q.  Mr.  Davitt ;  A.  Mr.  Hanbury  May 

18,  933. 

Dillon    Estates — Purchase  by  Congested 
Districts  Board 
Q.  Mr.    S.    Barry;    A.   Mr.   G.    W. 
Balfour  May  12,  490. 

Donaghadee  Harbour,  Condition  of 

Q.   Mr.   Blakiston- Houston  ;  A.  Mr. 

Anstruther  May  11,  339. 
Q.  Mr.  M*Ghee;  A.  Mr.  Anstruther 

May  11,  342. 

Education,    For  Collective  Heading   see 
Education — Irish  Questions. 

Fair  Rents,  See  Land  Commission,  Ireland. 

Financial  Relations  between  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland. 
Q,  Mr.  Clancy ;  A.  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour 
May  11,  350. 

Fish — Freight  Charges  on  Irish  Railways 
Q.  Mr.  Field ;  A,  Mr.  G.  W.  Balfour 
May  9,  141. 

Fishery  Board,  Reconstitution,  etc. 

Q.  Mr.  Field;  A,  Mr.  G.  W.  Balfour 
May  9,  145. 

Glenties  Union  Guardians — Liability  for 
burning  infected  houses 
Q.   Mr.   MacNeUl;    ^.   Mr.   G.    W. 
Balfour  May  11,  347. 

Great  Northern    Railway,   Condition  of, 
Scarcity  of  Trains,  etc.  S.  May  IS,  552. 

Inebriate  Reformatories,  Regulations  for 
Management  presenteil  May  9,  132. 

Innishowen  Head  Telephone  Office 

Q.  Mr.  T.    B.  Curran;    A.  Mr.   An- 
struther May  11,  326. 

Intermediate  Education,  See  Education — 

Irish  Questions. 
Judges'  Salaries — Savings  from  Suppressed 
Judgeships 
Q.   Mr.   Hemphill;    A.    Mr.    G.    W. 
Balfour  May  12,  488. 
Judicial    Rents,    See    Land    Commission,. 
Ireland. 

Killamey  Lakes,  Sale  of 

Q.  Mr.  Daly ;   ^.  Mr.  G.  W.  Balfour 
May  16,  748. 

Labourers'     Cottages     in      Monaghan  — 
Grant,  etc. 
Q.  Mr.   Macaleese;    A,   Mr.   G.   W. 
Balfour  May  9,  145. 

[Caniinued' 
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Land  Valaation,  Examination — Appoint- 
ment of  Dr.  Voelcker 

Q,  Mr.  Daly ;  ^.  Mr.  G.  W.  Balfour 
May  12,  488. 

Lorgan  Post  Office 

Q.  Mr.  M'Ghee;  A,  Mr.  Anstruther 
May  8,  44. 

Magistrates  and  Justices  of  the  Peace, 
See  that  Title. 

Mail  Servioe,  See  that  Title. 

Millstreet  Railway  Valuation — Reduction 
g.    Capt.  Donelan;   A,   Mr.   G.   W. 
Balfour  May  11,  348. 

Monitors  in  National  Schools — Civil  Service 
Examination  Allowance 

e.  Mr.  P.  O'Brien;  A,  Mr.  G.  W. 
Balfour  May  12,  486. 

Mountcharles — Pi-osecution  for  Drunken- 
ness, Case  of  J.  Mitrliun 
g.  Mr.  Dillon  ;  ^.  Mr.  G.  W.  Balfour 
May  12,  487. 

National  School  Teachers,  See  that  Title. 

-Newbliss  Mail  Deliveries,  Number,  etc 

0-  Mr.  Macaleese ;  A,  Mr.  Han- 
bury  May  18,  937. 

Letter  to  Post  Office  Department — 
Reply 
Q.  Mr.  Macaleese ;  A.  Mr.  Han- 
bury  May  19,  1027. 

Newcastle  Pier  and  Harbour  Works  Grant 
Q.  Mr.  M'Cartan  ;  A,  Mr.  Hanbury 
May  18,  834. 

Pig  Trade — Removal  of  Restrictions 

Q.  Mr.  Macaleese ;  A,  Mr.  Fellowes 
May  19,  1030. 

Police,  See  Titles  Consiabulaiy,  Royal 
Irish,  and  Dublin  Metropolitan  Police. 

Post  Office,  For  Collective  Heading  see 
Post  Office — Irish  Questions. 

Private  Bill  Legislation 

Q.  Mr.  P.  O'Brien;  A.  Mr.  G.  W. 
Balfour  May  12, 488  ;  Q.  Mr.  Daly  ; 
A.  Mr.  G.  W.  Balfour  May  16,  748. 

Railways — State  Advances,  Return  ordered 
[Mr.  Field]  May  9,  140. 

Roman  Catholic  University  —  Petitions 
May  8,  29  ;  May  9,  132 ;  May  10,  226  ; 
May  11,  320 ;  May  12,  471  ;  May  15,  585 ; 
May  18,  907  ;  May  19,  1019. 

St.  Michael's  Church  Ruins— Report 

Q.  Mr.  Lecky  ;  A.  Mr.  Anstruther 
May  12,  489. 

Sconlon    Estate,     Land     Commissioners' 
Report 
Q.  Mr.  Sheehy  ;  ^.  Mr.  G.  W.  Balfour 
May  12,  486 

'  Telegraph  Staff,  Cork,  Increase  in 

Q.  Mr.  J.  F.  X.  O'Brien  ;  ^.  Mr. 
Anstruther,  May  11,  340 

Workhouse     Officials  —  Superannuation 
Allowances,  etc. 
Q.  Mr.   P.  O'Brien ;  A.  Mr.   G.   W. 
Balfour  May  12,  489. 
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Isle  of  Thanet,  Public  Meetings,  Set 
Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
[No.  14]  Bill. 


Isolation    Hospitals    Act    Amandment 

Bill 

/.  2r.  May  16,  693. 

Italy 

China — Demand   for   Lease   of   Samniun 
Bay,  etc.,  British  Minister's  Action 
Q.  Mr.  Dillon  ;  A.  Mr.  Brodrick  May 
11,  343. 

Commercial  Education,  Report  presented 
May  12,  433. 

Trade  Report  presented  May  16,  691. 

JACKAL,  H. M.S.— Trawling  in  Scottish 

Waters 

0.  Mr.  Weir  May  19,  1050.  ♦ 

Jam  Factories,  Hours  of  Labour 

Qs.  Mr.  Talhot ;  ^«.  Sir  M.  W.  Ridley 

May  8,  39  ;  May  18,  928. 

Jamaica 

Legislative  Council,  Governor  Nominating 
Memhers 
Q.    Mr.    Buchanan  ;     A,     Mr.      J. 
Chamberlain,  3fay  8,  51. 

Railways — Transfer  to  Crovemment  Con- 
trol, Delay,  etc. 
Q.   Mr.  Bartley ;    A.   Mr.   J.  Chiun- 
berlain  May  15,  594. 

James  of  Hereford,  Lord 

Metropolitan  Water  Companies  Bill,  Cam, 
May  16,  697,  708,  709,  710,  715,  716 ; 
May  18,  896. 

Money  Lending  Bill,  3r.  May  18,  902. 
Java — Trade  Report  presented  May  8,  5. 

Jefferd,>Ir,,  Outrage  on,  at  Punch al 

Q.  Admiral  Field ;  A.  Mr.  Brodrick, 
May  18,  922. 

Jeffreys,  Mr.  A.  F.  [Hants,  N.] 

Scarlatina  at  Buxton — Milk  Prohibitenl 
May  16,  742. 

Jessel,  Capt.  [St.  Pancras,  S.] 

London  Ciovemment  Bill,  Com,  May  8,  63, 
113. 

Johnston,  Mr.  W.  [Belfast,  S.] 

Intermediate  Education  Examinations 
Ireland — Publication  of  Programme 
and  Rules  May  15,  606. 

Seats  for  Shop  Assistants  [England  and 
Ireland]  Bill,  2R.  May  9,  224. 

Johnstone,  Mr.  J.  H.  [Sussex,  Horsham] 

Metropolitan  Police  Pensions  —  Case  of 
K.  I  pperton  May  15,  698. 

Jones's  Divorce  Bill 

/.  2R.*  May  16,  689. 
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Jones's  Divorce  Bill 

Petitions  May  8y  2 ;  May  12,  429. 

Judges 

Appeal  Court  Judges,  AUsence  —  Supple- 
mentary Judge 
Q,  Mr.  ^  Evans ;  ^.  Sir  R.  Webster 
May  II,  332. 

Irish    Judges — Savings    from    suppressed 
Judgeships 
Q,   Mr.   Hemphill;    A,  Mr.    G.    W. 
Balfour,  May  12,  488. 

Judicial  Rents,  Ireland,  See  Ireland. 

JusTlCBSy   See   Magistrates  and   Justices  of 
the  Peace. 

Kareni  Expedition  Medals 

^.    Capt.  Chaloner ;    A,    Mr.  Wyndham 
May  18,  911. 

Karikal — Trade  Report  presented  May  8,  5. 

KsNNAWAY,  Sir  J.  [Devon,  Honiton] 

Church  Discipline  Bill,  2R.  May  10,  260. 

Kemdngton  and  Netting   Hill  Electric 
Lighting  Bill 

c.  Con.*  May  8,  25. 

3R.*  May  11,  dOl. 

L  IR.^  May  li,  431. 

£ew  Bridge  Bill 

c.  2R.*  May  8,25, 

KHYBER— Death   of   Mr.    R.    King   at 
Diego 
Q.  Sir  F.  Flannery;  A.  Mr.  Ritchie -iVay 
9,  147. 

killarney    lakes— sale    of    muckross 

Estate 

Q.    Mr.  Daly;    A,    Mr.   G.   W.   Balfour 


Kindergarten   Education— Training  Col- 
leges, etc. 
Q.  Mr.  Morrell ;  A.  Sir  J.  Gorst  May  M 
475. 

King,  Mr.  R.,  Death  of,  at  Diego 

Q.  Sir  F.  Flannery  ;    A,  Mr.  Ritchie  May 
9,  147. 

King,  Sir  S.  [Hull,  Central] 

Galatea,    H.M.S. — ^Dockyaid  Be-fit^  etc. 
May  IS,  479. 

King  Williams  Town  Barracks,  Insanitary 
Condition  of,  etc. 

Q,  Mr.  Ascroft;   A,  Mr.  Wj-ndham  May 
11,323, 


uaiy; 

;,  7&. 


May  16 


KiLLCRORAN,     SCHEDULED     AS     CONGESTED 
DISTRICT 

Q,  Mr.  J.  Roche ;   ^.  Mr.  G.  W.  Balfour 
May  18,  1936. 


^,  Keady,  and  Armagh  Bailway 
Bill 

c.  Bcp,*May9,  138. 

KiTSON,  Sir  J.  [York,  W.R.,  Colne  Valley] 
Indian    Railway    Gauges,    Extension    of 
Small  Gauge,  May  16,  735. 

Knutsford,  Viscount 

Metropolitan  Water  Companies  Bill,  Cofn. 
May  16,  702. 

Labour 

Conciliation  in  Trade  disputes,  S,  May  rji, 
554. 

Jam  Factories— Hours  of  Labour 

Qs,  Mr.  Talbot ;  As,  Sir  M.  W.  Ridley 
May  8,  39 ;  May  18,  928. 

Laundries — Legislation 

Q,  Mr.  W.  F.  Lawrence  ;  ^.  Sii-  M.  W. 
Ridley  May  8,  39. 

Overtime  in  Government  Factories 

Q,    Mr.    E.    Cecil;    A.    Mr.    J.    P. 
Williams  May  IS,  911. 

Labour  Certificate  Examinations— Camp- 
hill  School,  Paisley 
Q,  Sir  C.  Cameron  ;  A,  Mr.  A.  G.  Murray 
May  16,  604. 


Labour  Department  of   the   Board  of 
__  ,  Trade,  Salary  of  Clerks 

KiMBER,  Mr.  H.  [Wandsworth]  |         q    ^^^  Dalbiac ;  A,  Mr.  Ritchie  May  18, 

Gas  Light  and  Coke  Company  Bill,  3r.  ;  923 

May  11,  309. 


London  Government  Bill,  Coin.  May  8, 79 ; 
May  15,  6( 
1000,  1002. 


May  15,  662 ;    May  16,  820 ;    May  IS, 


May 
;    Ma 


Labourers'  Cottages,  Monaghan— Grant, 
etc. 
0-  Mr.  Macaleese ;  A.  Mr.  G.  W.  Balfour 
Primogeniture  Succession  in  the  Punjaub,  May  9,  145. 

Petitions — Return  May  11,  328.  , 

United    States  Mail   Service  —  Relative  |  Lagos— Bishop  Tugwell,  Libel  Prosecution 
Speed  of  Boats  3fay  ii,  341.  '         Q,      Sir     W.     Lawson  ;      A,    Mr. 

I  Chamberlain  May  11,  345. 

Kimberley,  Earl  of 


Allotments  [London]  Bill,  2r.  May  12, 438. 

Metropolitan  Water  Companies  Bill,  Com. 
May  16,  713  ;  May  18^  896. 

Whitsuntide  Recess,  Date  of  Adjournment 
May  12,  449. 
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Lambert,  Mr.  G.  [Devon,  S.  Molton] 

Wine  Duties,  Budget  Proposal— Finance 
BUI  May  11,  300,  408. 

Tang-tsze  Basin,  Delimitation  of  May  9, 
155. 


Loc— Lou] 
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Local   Oovemmeiit   FTorMonal    OrdetB 

[No.  1]  Bill 

/.  Com.'  Man  8,  &. 

3h.'  May  9,  132. 

e.  IR."  Mai/ IS,  K7. 

Local    QoTenunent    Ptovisioiwl    Orden 
tNo.  2]  Bill 
(T.  2R.*  May  10,  225. 

Local    QoTemment    ProviaioDal    Orders 
[Ho.  3]  Bill 

c.  Sep.'  May  IS,  906. 
3R.*  May  19,  1018. 

Local    aoTemmeiit    ProrliioBal    Orders 

ato.  4}  BiU 
•  May  11,  319. 

Gkrenunent   Prorlsional    Orders 
[No.  6]  BiU 
"     *  Men  11,  319. 

Oovenunent    FroriaioBal    Orders 

[No.  6]  Bill 

I/f(.V  77,  319. 

OoTemment    Korisional   Orders 
[No.  7}  BiU 


Qoremment   Provisional   Orders 
[No.  8]  Bill 
"     '  May  IS,  466. 

OoTflTiuneiit    FroTisional    Orden 
[No.  9]  Bill 

'  May  16,  721. 

Oovenuaent    FroTiaional    Orders 
[No.  10]  Bill 

*  May  16.  -ai. 


aoTermnoiit    Frovlsioiial    Orders 
[No.  12]  Bill 

•  May  n,  «S7. 

OoTemment    FrorisloDal    Orders 
(No.  13]  Bill 

•  May  77,  888. 

OoTemmeat    FrovisioiLal    Orders 
[No.  11]  Bill 
■  May  19,  1017. 

Oovenunent    Provisional    Orders 
[OaslBill 

•  May  11,  318. 

.    Oovenunent.    Provisional     Order 
[Housing  ofWorking  Classes]  Bill 
IB.*  May  11,  318. 


Local   Oovemment   Provisional    Ordn 
[Poor  Lav]  Bill 
e.  iR.'  May  36,  724. 

Local  Govebnhent  (Scotland]  Act,  1889 
Retain  presented  May  IS,  906. 

Local  [Scotlaad]  Act  Om 


Local  [Scotland]  Bill 

Petitiotu,  May  IS,  685 ;  May  19,  1018. 

Local  Taxation  f  Cdstohs  and  Excise]  act, 
1890 
Betnm  presented  May  IS,  908. 

LOCKWOOD,  Col.  [Essex.  Eppjog] 

London  Govomment   Bill  Com.   May  IS, 

829. 
Waier-tight  Doors  for  Ships  May  11,  325. 

London,  Brighton,  and  South  Coast  Bail- 
way  (Pensions]  BUI 

I.  iR."  May  12,  4S1. 

Loudm,  Brighton,  and  South  Coast  BaO* 

wa7  [Various  Povers]  BiU 

e.  Rrji.*  May  9,  138. 

Con.'  May  IS,  581. 

3R.'  Mai/  18,90*. 

I.  IR.'  May  IS,  ms. 

London,  Chatham,  and   Dover  EaUwar 
BUI 
c.  Con.'  May  IS,  581. 
I.  iR.'  May  75,893. 


London  Oovnty  Council  [Qeneral  FoweisI 
BUI 

r.  Etji.'  May  9,  138. 

London    and    North  -  Western    Bailwaz 
[Additional  Powers]  Bill 

cRcp.'  May  9,  138. 

Coit.'  May  15.500. 

3b.*  Mai/  is,  904. 
/.  IK.'  May  IS.  »93. 

London  and  North-Western  [New  BaU- 
wars]BUl 
c.  Rep.'  May  16,  725. 

London  and  North  -  Western  Railway, 
lri)>)i  Mail  Contract — Payment,  elc- 
Q.    Mr.    P.    O'Brien;    A.    Mr.    Hanbuiy 
May  IS,  600. 

London  Oovemment  BiU. 

c  Coin.  May  S,  81  [  May  9,  159  s  May  IS, 
608  i  May  IH,  754 ;  May  18,  968. 
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London  Government  Bill 

Parochia]  Charities— Effect  of  Bill  on 

Q.  Mr.  Stepliens  ;  A.  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour 
May  i^,  490. 

Petitions  Mm/  15,  585;    Mmj    IG,  728; 
May  19,  1018. 

London  Hospital  Bill 

/.  3R.*-Way9,  131. 
r.  IR.*  May  12,  470. 

London  Improyements  Bill 

c.  Rep*  May  8,  28. 

London  School  Board 
Accounts 

Audit,  Form  of 

C-  Mr.   Flower;  A.  Mr.  Chaplin 
May  16,  738. 

Method  of  keeping,  etc. 

Q.  Mr.  E.  CecU  ;  A.  Mr.  Chaplin 
May  11,  337. 

Denominational  Education  in  Indastrial 
Schools — Amended  Rule,  etc. 
Q.  Mr.  Flower ;  ^.  Sir  M.  W.  Ridley 
May  9,  l.M). 
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London,  Walthamstow,  and 
Bailway  [No.  2]  Bill 

r.  2R,*  May  15,  581. 


Forest 


Long,  Col.  [Worcestershire,  Evesham] 

Army  Elstablishment  Statistics  May  15, 588. 

Long,  Right  Hon.  \V.  "F. ^President  of  the 
Board  of  Agriculture  [Liverpool,  West 
Derby] 

Billingsgate  Fish  Toll  Grievance  May  8, 
34. 

Cattle  Diseases,  Expenditure  on  May  8, 41. 

Workmen's  Trains  between  Barking  and 
Fenchurch  Street  May  8,  53. 

Lothian,  Marquess  of 

War  Office,  New  Buildings — Model  for 
Members'  inspection  May  12,  440. 

Lough,  Mr.  T.  [Islington,  W.] 

Gas  Light  and  Coke  Company  Bill,  2r. 
May  11,  308,  3n. 

London  Government  Bill,  Corn.  May  8,  61, 
63,  112.  115,  116,  119,  127 ;  May  9,  170, 
186. 215, 218  ;  May  15,  608,  609,  611, 615, 
616,  642,  647.  651.  654,  672,  675,  679 ; 
May  Ih',  758,  759,  765,  769,  770,  777,  778, 
822,  823,  825,  828,  831  ;  May  IS,  997. 

National  Debt,  Permanent  Charges- 
Finance  Bill  May  11,  417. 

Prison  Officials,  Fines,  Hours  of  Duty,  etc. 
May  16,  743. 

Spirits,  Surtax  on  May  15,  685. 

Stamp  Duty— Finance  Bill  May  7i,  411. 

Workmen's  Trains,  Improvetl  Senice  be- 
tween Barking  and  Fenchurch  Street 
May  8,  52. 

.31 


/.  Report  from  Select  Corn.  May  12,  432. 
c.  1R.»  May  18,  943. 

LoQithboroiiith  (Hw  Bill 

/.  Report  from  Select  Com,  May  9,  130. 

LonghboroQith    and   Sheepshed  Railwar 
Bill 

/.  Commons  Amendts,  May  8,  4 ;  May  9,. 

Lowesteft  Water  and  Qbs  Bill 

/.  Rep.*  May  18,  S9l, 

LOWLKS,  Mr.  J.  [Shoreditch,  Haggerston] 

London  Government  Bill,  Coin.  May  8, 103, 
113.  124  ;  May  9, 170, 171, 176, 191 ;  May 
15,  669 ;  May  16,  793.  818,  830  ;  May  18, 
981,  994. 

LowTHKR,   Rt.   Hon.   J.   W.— Chairman  of 
Committees  [Cumberland,  Penrith] 

Gas  Light  and  Coke  Company  Bill,  3r. 
May  11,  310. 

London  Government  Bill,  Com.  May  9, 163» 
164, 173  ;  May  16,  615  ;  May  16, 760, 766, . 
807,  822. 

LoWTHER,  Rt.  Hon.  J.  [Kent,  Thanet) 

Wine  Duties— Finance  Bill  May  11,  389. 

Lubbock,  Sir  J.  [London  University] 

London  Grovemment  Bill,  Coni,  May  9, 211. 

Seats  for  Shop  Assistants  [England  and 
Ireland]  Bill,  2r.  May  9,  224. 

Lucas-Shadwell,  Mr.  W\  [Hastings] 

London  GrOvemment  Bill,  Com.  May  15, 692. 

Ludlow,  Lord 

Money  Lending  Bill,  3R.  May  18,  902. 

Lunacy,  Increase  in— Inquiry 

Q.  Mr.  P.  O'Brien ;  ^.  Sir  M.  W.  Ridley 
May  12,  473. 

Lunacy  Commission,  Vote  for  May  19, 1056. 

LuROAN  Post  Office,  Site,  Cost,  etc. 

Q.  Mr.  M*Ghee;  A.  Mr.  Anstruther  May 
^,44. 

Lyell,  Sir  L.  [Orkney,  Shetland] 

Anderson  Institute,  Lerwick — Dismissal  of 
Rector  May  12,  482. 

Channel  Sauadron,  Visit  to  Lerwick, 
proposed  May  11,  326. 

Lighthouse-keepers'  Pay  May  12,  474 

Macaleese,  Mr.  D.  [Monaghan,  N.] 
Constabulary 

District    Inspectors'    Pay,    etc   May 
9,  146. 

Pensions,  Comnmtation  of   May  19, 
1032. 


Mac— Man] 
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3IACALEESE,  MR.  D.— COW^. 

Constabulary — cont. 

Religions  Distinctions  in  Co.  Antrim — 
Numberof  men  leavingtheForce,  etc. 
May  18,  937. 

Labourers'  Cottages  in  Monaghan,  Grant, 
etc.  May  9,  145. 

Magistrates,  Monaghan — Return  May  18, 
932. 

Newbliss  Mail  Delivery  May  18,  937. 

Letter  to  Post  Office  Department, 
Reply,  etc.  May  19,  1027. 

Pig  Trade  between  Ireland  and  Great 
Britain  May  19,  1030. 

Macartney,  Mr,  W.  E.  G, ^Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  [Antrim,  S.] 

Contracts, Naval — Penalties,etc.  May8,^X 

French  Trawlers  in  Rye  and  Hythe  Bays 
May  9,  153. 

Highland  Boys,  Facilities  for  entering  the 
Navy  May  19,  1021. 

Machinery,  Rating,  See  Rating  of  Machinery 
Bill. 

.Maclean,  Mr.  J.  M.  [Cardiff] 

Cooper's  Hill  Engineering  College — Salary 
of  President  May  16,  734. 

Indian  Sugar  Duties  May  9,  167. 
Papers  relating  to  May  8,  43. 

MacNeill,  Mr.  J.  G.  S.  [Donegal,  S.] 

Glenties  Union  Guardians  —  Liability  to 
Owners,  for  burning  infected  house  may 
11,  347. 

Telegraphic  Inaccuracies  —  Liability  of 
Postmaster-General  May  19, 1028. 

M'Arthur,  Mr.  C.  [Liverpool,  Exchange] 

Church  DiHcipline  Bill,  2R.  May  10,  231, 
236,269. 

M'Cabe  and  Ward  v.  Guardians  of 
Glenties  Union,  Fever  Outbreak- 
Burning  Infected  houses 

Q,  Mr.  MacNeill ;  ^.  Mr.  G.  W.  Balfour 
May  11,  347. 

M*Cartan,  Mr.  M.  [Down,  S.] 

Land  Commission — ^VaJuation  CertlBcates 
May  18,  934. 

Newcastle  [Co.  Down]  Pier  and  Har1:our 
Works--Grant  May  18,  934. 

M*Ghee,  Mr.  R,  [Louth  S.] 

Agricultural  and  Technical  Instruction 
[Ireland]  Bill — Financial  Proposals  May 
19,  1031. 

Donaghadee  Harbour,  Condition  of  May 
11,  U2. 

Fair  Rent  Applications  in  Armagh  and 
Down  May  9,  143. 


M*Kenna,  Mr.  R.  [Monmouth,  N.] 

London  Government  Bill,  Com.  May  15, 
642,648. 

Madaqascar— British  Trade,  French  Import 
Duties 

Q,  Mr.  D.  A.  Thomas ;  A.  Mr.  Brodrick 
May  15,  591. 

Maddison,  Mr.  F.  [Sheffield,  Brightside] 
London  Government  Bill,  Com,  May  8,  94. 

Madeira 

British  Missionary,  Outrage  on,  at  Funchal 
Q.  Admiral  Field ;  A.  Mi.  Brodrick 
May  18,  922. 

Parcels    Post,    Express  Delivery--Agree- 
ment  presented  May  16,  691,  728. 

Madras — Banganapalli  Disturbances 

Q.   Mr.   Bryce;    A.    Lord    G.    Hamilton 
May  16,  732. 

Magistrates  and  Justices  of  the  Peack 

India — District  Magistrates'  Powers 

Q,    Mr.    H.    Roberts;    A,    Lord   i;. 
Hamilton  May  11,  329. 

Ireland 

Ballintoghe  Petty  Sessions — Conduct 
of  Mr.  Henn 
Q.   Mr.  Dillon;   ^.   Mr.   G.    \V. 
Balfour  May  18,  935. 

Foott,  Mr.,  Conduct  of,  at  Cork  County 
Council  Election 
Q.    Mr.   W.   Abraham;    A.    Mr. 
G.  W.  Balfour  May  8,  39. 

Monaghan — Return 

Q.  Mr.  Macaleese ;  ^.  Mr.  (I.  W. 
Balfour  May  18,  932. 

Mail  Service 

Cape-  Colony  —  Postmaster-General's  ob- 
jections to  H.M.  Ships*  Mail-bagH 
Q.  Mr.  Halsey;  A,  Mr.  Anstmther 
May  11,  353. 

Ireland 

House  of  Commons  Letters 

Q,  Mr.  M^Ghee ;  A.  Mr.  An»«tru- 
ther  May  8,  44. 

London  and  North- Western  Railway 
Contract 
Q,    Mr.    P.    O'Brien;    A,     Mr. 
Hanbury  May  15,  600. 

United  States— Relative  Speed  of  Hoali« 
Q.  Mr.  Kimber;  A.  Mr.  Anstmther 
May  11,  341. 


Malcolm,  Mr.  I.  [Suffolk,  Stowmarket] 

Spain  —  British    Consuls    in    charge 
American  Interests  May  19,  lOJQ. 


of 


Volunteers — Railway  Conveyance  May  7,v. 
912. 


^Sfi£T'^^'''2.^'*'*f *^*?^  ^"?if '^  """^   MancheBterCorponitaonCaeiima  Powers! 

Belfast — Number,  etc. -Way  9, 144.  j  ^j,,         *^  w— «• 

Lurgan  Post  Office— Site,  Cost,  etc.  May  8,  ^^  /j^^^  y^,,,  g^i^  c^,„  j^^y  ^^  jj^ 

^-  Con.^  May  IS,  5Sl. 

Mail  Service,  Ireland — House  of  Commons  3R.*  May  18,  904. 

Lettere  May  8,  44.  /.  iR.*  May  18^  894. 
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Manchester  Corporation  Tramways  Bill 

/.  3r.»  May  9,  131. 
c.  IR.*  May  12,  469. 

Manchurian  -  Pekin    Railway  —  Russia's 
Demand 
Q.  Mr.  J.  Walton  ;  ^.  Mr.  Brodrick  May 
75,592. 

Manuscripts,  Historical,  Royal  Commission 
—Report  presented  May  9,  132,  139. 

Maple,  Sir  J.  B.  [Camberwell,  Dulwich] 

London  Government  Bill,  Com,  May  8,  68, 
82,  124;  May  9,  165,  169.  173,  176; 
May  16,  612,  676  ;  May  16,  769. 

Margarine   Manufactories  —  Return   or- 
dered [Mr.  A.  Moore]  May  11,  322. 

Marine  Certificates 

Masters,  Mates  and  Ent^ineers  [Suspension 
etc.,  of  Certificates]— Return  ordered 
[Mr.  T.  G.  Bowles]  May  19,  1020. 

.    Suspending  and  Cancelling  by  Board  of 
Trade 
Q.  Mr.  T.  G.  Bowles ;  A,  Mr.  Ritchie 
May  11,  330. 

Marine  Insurance— Legislation 

Q.  Mr.  Warr  ;.  A,  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour 
May  11,  333. 

Marine  Insurance  Bill 

/.  IR.*  May  18,  903. 

Marks,  Mr.    H.    H.    [Tower   Hamlets,    St. 
George's] 

Indian  Su^r  Duties  —  Correspondence  be- 
tween Austria- Hungary'  ana  the  British 
Government  May  11,  329. 

London  Government  Bill,  Com.  May  8,  67, 
73,  80 ;  May  lo,  662,  673  ;  May  10,  832. 

Marriage     Gratuities  —  Scotch     Female 
Teachers 

Q.  Mr.  Weir;  A.  Mr.  A.  G.  Murray 
May  13,  481. 

Marriages  Validity  Bill 

/.  IfL*  May  15,mo, 

Marjrport  Harbour  Bill 

/.  Jtiep,*  May  9,  132. 

Masters,  Mates,  and  Engineers  [Suspen- 
sion, etc.,  of  CertiHcate^]— Return  oniered 
[Mr.  T.  G.  Bowles]  Mat/  19^  1020. 


Medals— Kareni  Expedition 

Q.  Capt.   Chaloner;   A,  Mr.    Wyndham 
May  18,911, 

Mkdway  Conservancy— Receipts  and  Ex- 
penditure, Statement  May  16,  564,  586. 

Meetings,  Pubuc,  in  Ireland— SuppiesBion 
of  Meeting  at  Breaffy 

Qs.  Mr.  Davitt ;  As,  Mr.  G.  W.  Balfour 
May  16,  747 ;  May  18,  938. 

Motion  [Mr.  Davitt]  May  18,  944. 

Mellor,  Mr.  J.  W.  [York,  W.R.,  Sowerby] 
Church  Discipline  Bill,  2R.  May  10,  263. 


Mavo  County 

Breaffy,  See  that  Title 

Dillon  Estate,  Sale  of 

Q.    Mr.    S.    Barry;    A.   Mr.    G.    W. 
Balfour  Maj/  12,  490. 

Meat  Inspectors— Examinations  and  Certifi- 
cates 
Q.  Mr.  P.  O'Brien  ;  A.  Mr.  Chaplin  May 
12,  476. 
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Marks  Act  [1887]  Amend- 
ment Bill 

Petition  May  19,  1018. 

Merchant  Shipping 

Annual  Statement  presented  May  18,  908. 

Forei^  VeaselB  in  British  Waters  — 
Accident  to  Thames  Lighterman,  S. 
May  12,  552. 

Khyber,  Death  of  Apprentice  at  Diego 
Q,  Sir  F.  Flannery ;  A.  Mr.  Ritchie 
May  9,  147. 

Marine  Certificates,  Suspension  and  Can- 
celling by  the  Board  of  Trade 
Q.  Mr.  T.  6.  Bowles;  A,  Mr.  Ritchie 
May  11,  330. 

Masters,  Mates  and  Engineers  [Suspension, 
etc.,  of  Certificates] — Return  ordered 
[Mr.  T.  G.  Bowles]  May  19,  1020. 

North  Atlantic  Winter  Load-line,  S,  Mau 
12,  550,  557. 

Suez  Canal,  Returns  presented  May  8,  6» 

Tuscan  Pnnrc— Caniage  of  Pilgrims,  S. 
May  12,  547. 

Water-tight  Doors,  Adoption  of,  proposed 
Q,  Col.  Lockwood ;  A,  Mr.  Goschen, 
May  11,  325. 

Merchant  Shipping  [Limitation  of  Lia- 
bility of  Shipowners]  Bill 

c.  IR.^  May  19,  1055. 

Mersey  Docks  and  Harbour  Board  PPi* 
nance]  Bill 

/.  Rep.  froin  Select  Cmn,  May  8,  3. 

2^*  May  15,  Wl, 
c.  IR.*  May  16,  753. 

Mersey  Docks  and  Harbour  Board  PPilot- 
age]  Bill 

/.  Rep.  from  Selert  Com,  May  8,  3. 

3r.»  May  15,  562. 
c,  IR.*  May  16,  753. 


Metropolis  Management  Acts  Amendment 
Plye-Laws]  Bill 

e.  IR.*  May  W,  751. 
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Hetropolitaa  Common  Scheme  [Harrow 
Weald]  Provisional  Order  Bill 

c.  Con.*  May  8,  25. 
StL*  May  9,  137. 
/.  IR.*  May  le,  4SS, 

Metropolitan  Police,  See  Police. 
Metropolitan  Water  Companies  Bill 

/.  Bep.  from  Select  Com.  May  9,  130. 

Com.  May  16,  696. 

Con.  May  18,  895. 
c.  Lords  Amendts.  May  19 y  1021. 

Midland  Railway  Bill 

L  2JL.*  May9,  130. 

Midwifery    Practitioners,    Petition    for 
Legislation  May  9,  139. 

MiLBANK,  Sir  P.  [Radnorshire] 

Ministers  of  Religion— Relief  from  Land 
Tax  May  8,  43. 

Jfilitary  Lands  Provisional  Order  Bill 

c.  IR.*  May  18,  905. 

Military  Prisons,  Discipline  in 

Os.  Lord  Monkswell,  Marquess  of  Lans- 
downe  May  8,  17. 

MlUTIA 

Examinations  for  Officers,  Qualifications, 
etc. 
Q.  Capt.  Norton ;  A.  Mr.  Wyndham 
May  16,  730. 

Foreign  Service 
mulsory 
Q.  Gen.  Laurie;  A.  Mr.  Wynd- 
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Mines  [Eight  Honrs]  Bill 

Petitions  May  8,  28  ;  May  9, 139  ;  May  10, 


Bign 
Coil 


ham  May  18,  910. 

Extra  Training 

Q.  Mr.  Bill;   A.  Mr.  Wyndham 
May  11,  325. 


Recruiting;  from  the  Volunteers 

rqu 
Lansdowne,  Duke  of  Nortnumber- 


LDmg  trom  i 
Os.   Earl  of    Wemyss,    Marquess    of 
,  Duke  -    ^ 

land  May  16,  565. 


Milk — Scarlatina   at   Buxton,  Inspection  of 
Farms 
Q.  Mr.  Jeffreys ;  A.  Mr.  Chaplin  May  16, 
742 

MiLLSTREET  RAILWAY  VALUATION— Reduc- 
tion 
Q.  Capt.  Donelan ;  A,  Mr.  6.  W.  Balfour 
May  11,  348. 

Milker,  Sir  A.,   and   Transvaal  Ques- 
tion, See  Transvaal. 

Milton  Creek  Conservancy  Bill 

c.  Con.*  May  1^,  452. 

Zr.*  May  16,  722. 
/.  IR.*  May  18,  8W. 

Milward,  Col.  [Warwick,  Stratford-on-Avon] 
London   Government  iBill,  Com.  May  9, 
210  ;  May  16,  821. 
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226 ;  May  11, 320 ;  May  12, 470 ;  Jf aw  15, 
585  ;  May  16,  728  ;  May  17,  888  ;  May 
18,  907  ;  May  19,  1018. 

Ministers  of   Religion   and  the   Laxd 
Tax 
Q.  Sir  P.  Milbank ;  ^.  Sir M.  Hicks-Beach 
May  8,  43. 

Mint,  Vote  for,  S.  May  19,  1056. 

Monaghan 

Labourers'  Cottages,  (rrant,  etc. 

Q.    Mr.  Macaleese ;    A.    Mr.  ti.  W. 
Balfour  May  9,  145 

Magistrates — Return 

Q.  Mr.   Macaleese ;   A.    Mr.  G.   W. 
Balfour  May  18,  032. 

Monckton,  Mr.  E.  P.  [Northamptonshire,  N.  ] 

Peterborough  Railway  Station  Improve- 
ments May  1£,  473. 

Money  Lending  Bill 

/.  Bep.*  May  1^,  446. 

3r.  May  18,  901. 
c.  IR.*  ^tay  18,  944. 

■ 

Monkswell,  Lord 

Military  Prisons,  Discipline  in  May  8,  17, 
21,  22. 

Montagu,  Hon.  J.  S.  [Hants,  New  Forest] 

Bechuanaland    Railway   Extension — Pro- 
posals to  the  Government  May  16,  744  K 

Montagu,  Sir  S.  [Tower  Hamlets,  White 
chapel] 

Colonial  Loans  Fund  Bill,  2R.  May  l.i,  540. 

London  Crovemment  Bill,  Com.  May  As. 
986. 

Stamp  Duty— Finance  Bill  May  12,  534. 

Sutton  Barrack  School  Children,  Begpn^ 
on  Derby  Day  May  16,  739. 

**  Montgomery  More  "  Water-tight  Dck>r> 
FOR  Ships 

Q.    Col.   Lockwood ;     A.    liir.     Goschen 
May  11,  325. 

Moon,  Mr.  E.  R.  P.  [St.  Pancras,  N.] 

China 

Customs  Duties — Russian  and  Britb<li 
Goods  May  18,  920. 

Talienwan  —  Police    Administration, 
May  18,  921. 

Gas  Light  and  Coke  Company  Bill,  3k. 
May  11,  309. 

Moore,  Mr.  A.  [Londonderry] 

Boanl  of   Agriculture,   Ireland — Inconx', 
etc.  May  9,  146. 
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Moore,  Mr.  W.  [Antrim,  N.] 

Breaify    Public  Meeting,  Suppression   of 
May  18,  957. 

Land     CommiBsion,     Ireland — Valuation 
Certificates  May  12,  485. 

Morgan,  Mr.  J.  L.  [Carmarthen,  W.] 

Stamp  Duty— Finance  Bill  May  11,  411 ; 
May  12,  518. 

MoRHUN,  J.,  Prosecution  for  Drunken- 
ness 

Q,   Mr.   Dillon ;  A.   Mr.   G.   W.   Balfour 

May  12,  487. 

Morocco — Toumialint  Case,  Prosecution  of 
Maj.  Spilsbury 

Q.  Mr.  Hedderwick;  A,  Sir  R.  Webster 
May  16,  736. 

HORRELL,  Mr.  G.  H.  [Oxford,  Woodstock] 

Kindergarten    Education — Training    Col- 
leges, etc.  May  12,  ^Ib, 

Morton,  Mr.  E.  J.  C.  [Devonport] 

National  Debt — Finance  Bill  May  11,  422. 

Moss  Side  Urban  District  Council  [Tram* 
ways]  Bill 

/.  Rep,*  May  18,  891. 

MOULTON,  Mr.  J.  F.  [Cornwall,  Jjaunceston] 

Finance  Bill,  Com.  May  11,  413,  418  ;  May 
IS,  518. 

London  Government  Bill,   Can,   May  9, 
170. 

Mount     Bellew      Union,     Scheduled   as 
Congested  District 
Q.  Mr.  John  Roche ;  A,  Mr.  G.  W.  Balfour 
May  18,  936. 

MOUNTCHARLES  —  Prosecution  for  Drunken- 
ness, Case  of  J.  Morhun 
Q.  Mr.   Dillon;^.   Mr.   G.   W.   Balfour 
May  12,  487. 

MucKRORS  Estate,  Sale  op 

Q.  Mr.   Daly ;    A,    Mr.  G.   W.   Balfour 
May  16,  748. 

Municipal  Corporations  (Borough  Funds 
Act)— Petitions  May  9,  132 ;  May  15, 
565,  585  ;  May  16,  692. 

Munster  Institute — Salaries  of  Officers,  etc. 
Q,  Mr.  HemphUl ;  A.  Mr.  G.  W.  Balfour 
May  15,  607. 

Murray,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  G.^Lord  Advocate 
[Buteshire] 
Andersou    Institute,  Lerwick — Dismissal 
of  Rector  May  12,  482. 

Camphill  School.  Paisley— La) K>ur  Certifi- 
cate Examination,  Result  May  15,  604. 

Coat-of-Arma,  Scottish,  on  Official  Papers 
May  12,  483  ;  May  16,  745. 
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Murray,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  G.— co»«. 

Education 

Annual  Report  May  15,  605. 

Cookery  Instruction  May  8,  33. 

Gaelic  in  Highland  Schools^Number 
of  Pupil -teachers  employed  May 
8,  33. 

Marriage  Gratuities  for  Female 
Teachers  May  12,  ^L 

School  Attendance — Statistics  May 
5,47. 

Secondary  and  Technical  Education 
Grants — Minute,  etc..  May  9,  154, 
223 ;  May  11,  332,  358,  360.  362 ; 
May  12,  481,  482,  484,  4S5:  May  16, 
746  ;  May  19,  1031,  1037. 

Technical  Schools  —  School  Board 
Resolutions  May  8,  32. 

Training  Colleges— Report  May  19, 
1031. 

fisheries 

Bait  Supplies— Establisliment  of  Mus- 
sel Betts  Maif  18,  930. 

District  Committees  under  Act  of  1895 
May  15,  605. 

Skye  Fisheries,  Police  Patrol  May  12, 
482. 

Inver  Water  Supply,  Unsatisfactory  State 
of  May  8,  42. 

Portmahomack  Harbour  Improvement — 
Grant  in  aid  May  12,  481. 

Post-mortem  Examinations  —  Procedure 
May  16,  744. 

Quarrier's,  Dr.,  Orphan  Homes,  Local 
Rates  affecting  May  18,  931. 

Rating  Return  May  12,  483. 

Vaccination,  False  Certificates — Prosecu- 
tion of  Dr.  Lamont  May  8,  36  ;  May  15, 
600 ;  May  18,  930. 

Musketry  —  Volunteer   Practice,   Amended 
Regulations 

Q,  Sir  H.  Vincent;  A.  Mr.  Wyndham 
May  12,  480. 

Mussel  Beds,  Establishment  off  Scottish 
Coasts— Bait  Supplies 

Q,  Sir  W.  Wedderbum;  ^.  Mr.  A.  G. 
Murray  May  18,  929. 

National  Debt— Budget  Proposal,  Finance 
Bill  May  11,  363,  415  ;  May  12,  503. 

National  Debt  Office 

Saturday  Half-holiday 

Os.  Mr.  Weir,  Mr.  Hanbury  May  19, 
1056. 

Vote  for  May  19,  1056 

National  Expenditure,  See  Revenue  and 
Expenditure  of  the  United  KingdouL. 

National  Monuments  in  Clraxx^lies  Bill 

c.  IR.*  May  9,  140. 
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National  School  Teachers,  Ireland 
Assistant  Teachers'  Salaries 

Q,  Mr.  Flynn ;  ^.  Mr.  G.  W.  Balfour 
May  8y  38. 

O'Don^hue,  Mr.  T.,  Application  for  Fee 
Grant  Arrears 

g.    Mr.  Davitt;   A,  Sir  M.   Hicks- 
Beach  May  18,  933. 

Pensions  Fund,  Receiots  and  Payments — 
Account  presented  May  12,  435,  471. 

Naturalisation  of  British  Subjects  in 
the  Transvaal 

Q.  Mr.  B.  Roberts  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Chamberlain 
May  18,  917. 

Naval  Writers,  Vacancies— System  of  Pro- 
motion, etc. 

Q,  Capt.  Donelan  ;  A.  Mr.  Goschen May  15, 

688. 

Navigation  and  Shipping,  Annual  State- 
ment presented  May  18,  908. 

Navy 

First  Lord — Rt.  Hon.  G.  J.  Goschen. 
Secretary — Mr.  W.  E.  Macartney. 

Channel    Squadron,     Visit    to    Lerwick, 
proposed 

Q.  Sir  L.  Lyell ;  A.  Mr.  Goschen  May 
11,  326. 

Contracts 

Penalties  incurred 

Q.  Mr.  J.  H.  Lewis ,  A.  Mr.  W. 
E.  Macartney  May  8,  43. 

Thames  Iron  Works  Contracts 

Q.    Mr.     S.     Buxton ;    A,    Mr. 
Goschen  May  11,  327. 

Engineers,  Dockyard  Apprentices  qualify- 
ing as 

Q.  Sir  F.  Flannery ;  A,  Mr.  Goschen 
May  12,  478. 

Higliland  Lads,  Facilities  for  joining  the 
Navy 

Q,     Mr.    Weir;     A.     Mr.     W.     E. 

Macai-tney  May  19,  1021. 
0.  Mr.  Weir  May  19,  1050. 

Hydrogi-apher's  Report  presented  May  11, 
321  ;  Alai/  12,  434. 

Patriotic  Fund,  Report  presented  May  IS, 
909. 

Pensions,  Deductions  from  Officers  holding 
Civil  Appointments 

Q.  Capt.   Norton;  A,  Mr.  Hanbury 
May  15,  600. 

Records  of  not  sufficient  value  to  justify 
preservation,  Schedule  presented  May 
19,  1020. 

Ships 

Galatea,  Dockyard  Re-fit,  etc. 

Q.  Sir  S.  King  ;  A.  Mr.  Goschen 
May  12,  479. 

Jackal — Protection  against  Trawling 
in  Scottish  Waters 


0.  Mr.  Weir  May  19,  1060. 


Navy— con^. 
Ships — cont. 

Offices,  Position  of 

Q.    Captain    Donelan;    A.    Mr. 
Goschen  May  15,  587. 

Terrible,  Repairs,  Cost,  etc. 

Q.    Sir    E.     Gourley;    A.    Mr. 
Goschen  May  12,  478. 

Water-tight  doors,  Adoption  of,  proposed 
Q.  Col.  Lock  wood;  A.  Mr.  Goeches 
May  11,  325. 

New  Member  Sworn— Sir  W.  R.  Anson,  for 
Oxford  University,  May  12,  492. 

New  Writ— Lancashire,  Southport  May  12„ 
New  York— Trade  Report  presented  May  12,. 

Newbliss  Mails,  Number  of  Deliveries 

Q.  Mr.  Macaleese;  A.  Mr.  Hanbniy 
May  18,  937. 

Letter  to  Post  Office  Department 

Q.  Mr.  Macaleese;  A,  Mr.  Hanbury 
May  19,  1027. 

Newcastle  [Co.  Down]  Pier  and  Harbour 
Works,  Grant  for 

Q.    Mr.    M*Cartan;    A.    Mr.    Hanbury 
May  18,  934. 

Newfoundland,  French  Shore  Question 

Q.    Mr.    J.    H.    Roberts;     A,    Mr.    J. 
Chamberlain  May  8,  50. 

Newhaven  and  Seaford  Water  Board  Bill 

/.  EepoHfrom  Select  Com,  May  9,  130. 

Newspapers,    Sunday    Editions— Govern- 
ment Advertisements 

0-  Mr.  Pirie ;  A.  Mr.  Hanbury  May  18^ 
926. 

Newton,  Lord 

Salonika,  Establishment  of   British   Post 
Office  at  May  9,  134. 

Nicol,  Mr.  D.  [Arjryll] 

Secondary  Education,  Scotland— GranLetc 
May  19,  1031. 

Norfolk,  Duke  ov—Postmaster-GencrtU 

Salonika,  Establishment  of  British   Post 
Office  May  9,  135. 

Norfolk  Bstuary  Bill 

f.  'iR.*  May  8,2^. 
Rep.*  May  18,  906. 

North-Eastem  Bailway  Bill 

/.  Rep.*  May  12,  AZ^ 

North-Eastern  Railway  — New  Bye-law» 

proposed,  S.  May  12,  558. 
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morth    Pembrokeshire    and    FiBhgiiard 
Railway  Bill 

c.  Con.*  May  12,  ^2. 

3r.»  May  16,  722. 
I,  IR.*  May  18,  SU, 

I^ORTH  Sea  Fisheries  Conference,  Date  of 
Meeting,  etc. 

Q.  Mr.  Tennant;  A.  Mr.  A,  J.  Balfour, 
May  11,  334. 

North  Shields  — Board  of  Trade  Official 
receiving;  money  for  providing  employ- 
ment for  Seamen,  alleged,  S.  May  12,  561. 

North-West  London  Railway  Bill 

/.  2r.»  May  9,  130. 

Northern  Assurance  Company  Bill 

c.  Con.*  May  10,  225. 
3r.»  May  15,  580. 

Northumberland^  Duke  of 

Recruiting  for  the  Army  and  Militia  from 
the  Volunteers,  May  15,  571. 

Norton,  Capt.  [Newington,  W.] 

London  Government  Bill,  Com,  May  8,  74, 
79, 91, 99, 100, 103  ;  May  9,  169  ;  jSfay  15, 
642,  655  ;  May  16,  757,  786,  796 ;  May 
18,  972,  990,  991,  995,  997,  1011. 

Metropolitan  Police — Lodging  Allowances 
May  8,  35  ;  May  18,  926. 

Militia,  Examinations  for  Officers  May  16, 
730. 

Pensions,  Military  and  Naval,  Deductions 
from — Officers  holding  Civil  Appoint- 
ments May  15,  600. 

Nuneaton   and   Chilvers   Coton    Urhan 
District  Conncil  Water  Bill 

/.  Rep,*  May  12,431^, 

^R.*  May  15,  563. 
e.  Lords  Amendts,  May  19,  1016. 

NUSSEY,  Mr.  T.  W.  [Pontefract] 

East  London  Water  Bill,  Con.  May  12, 
462. 

National  Debt— Finance  Bill  May  11,  421. 

Prisons — Bastardy  and  Summary  Juris- 
diction [Married  Women]  Act,  Non-pay* 
ment  of  Arrears— Treatment  as  deUors 
May  8,  48. 

O'Brien,  Mr.  J.  F.  X.  [Cork] 

Cork  Telegraph  Staff,  Increase  in  May  11, 
340. 

O'Brien,  Mr.  P.  [Kilkenny] 

Celtic  Ornaments  Committee,  Recom- 
mendations of  May  12,  490. 

Civil  Service  Examinations — Irish  Moni- 
tors' Allowance  May  12,  486. 

Lunacy,  Increase  in — Inquiry  May  12, 473. 
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O'Brien,  Mr.  V.—eont. 

Mail  Service— London  and  North- Western 
Railway  Contract  May  15,  600. 

Meat  Inspectors,  Examinations  and  Cer- 
tificates May  12,  476. 

Private  Bill  Legislation  May  12,  488. 

Workhouse      Officials  —  Superannuation 
Allowance  May  12,  489. 

O'Connor,  Mr.  A.  [Donegal,  E.] 

Ballyconnell    District    Council   Election 
^fay  16,  749. 

O'Connor,  Mr.  T.  P.  [Liverpool,  Scotland] 

Breaffy  Public  Meeting,  Suppression  of 
May  18,  958,  959. 

O'Donoohue,  Mr.  T.— Application  for  Fee 
Grant  Arrears 

Q.  Mr.  Davitt;  A.  Sir  M.  Hicks-Beach 
May  18,  932. 

Old  Age  Pensions 

Aged   and    Deserving    Poor   Committee, 
Press  Statements 
Q.  Sir  C.  Dalrymple;  A.  Mr.  Chaplin 
May  19,  1027. 

Petition  May  19,  1019. 

Oldham— Telegrams,  Delay  in  transmission 
Q,  Mr.  Ascroft;  A.  Mr.  Hanbury  ilfay  iJ, 

Oldham  Corporation  Bill 

/.  ZR,*May9,  131. 
c.  1R.»  May  12,  469. 

Oldroyd,  Mr.  M.  [Dewsbury] 

London  Government   Bill,  Coin.  May  16, 
804. 

Onslow,  Earl  of 

Allotments  [London]  Bill,  2r.  May  12, 436. 

Orange    Free    State— Diplomatic    Inter- 
course with.  Method,  etc. 

Q.  Mr.  B.  Roberts ;  ^.  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour 
May  8,  52. 

Ordnance  Factories 

Donaldson,  Mr.,  Duties  of 

Q.  Capt. Bowles;  ^.  Mr.  J.  P.  Williams 
May  16,  731. 

Enfield— Fuse  Manufacture,  Cost,  etc. 
Qs.   Capt.   Bowles  ;    As.   Mr.   J.   P. 
Williams,  May  16, 731 ;  May  18, 912. 

Orphan  Homes,  Scotland,  Rating— Homes 
closed  in  consequence 

Q.  Sir  C.  Cameron  ;   A.  Mr.  A.  G.  Murray 
May  18,  931. 

Overtime  in  Government  Factories 

Q.  Mr.  E.  Cecil;  A.  Mr.  J.  P.  Williams 
ifayi^,  911. 


Owe— Per] 

Owen's  College  [Manchester]  Bill 

L  \R.*  Mai/9,  129. 
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OwLER,  Ann,  Death   of— Petition   for  In- 
quiry May  9,  139. 

Oxford   University— New  Member  Sworn 
May  12,  492. 

Oysters  Bill 

/.  \Vi.*.May9,  133. 
2r.  May  18,  897. 

Pacific  Cable  Scheme 

British  Columbia's  Contribution 

Q,  Mr.  Hogan ;  -4.  Mr.  J.  Chamber- 
lain May  9,  155. 

British  Subsidy,  Conditions  of 

Os.  Earl  of  Aberdeen,  Earl  of  Sel- 
bome,  Lord  Tweedmouth  May  16, 
673. 

Paisley  —  Labour  Certificate  Examination, 
Results 

Q.  Sir  C.  Cameron ;  A.  Mr.  A.  G.  Murray 
May  15,  604. 

Paisley  and  Barrhead  District  Bailway 
Bill 

/.  Hep.  from  Select  Com.  May  iJ,  561. 

ZVL,*  May  18,  892. 
c.  IR.*  May  18,  944. 

Parcel  Post— Portugal,  Madeira  and  Azores, 
Express  Delivery,  Agreement  presented 
May  16,  691,  728. 

Paris  Exhibition— Facilities  for  British 
Exhibitors 

Q.  Mr.  Ascroft ;  A,  Mr.  Ritchie  May  16, 
737. 

Parish  Churches  [Scotland]  Bill 

c.  IR.*  May  1£,  492. 

Parish  Churches  [Scotland]  Bill 
Petition  May  10,  23Q. 

Parish  Councillors  [Tenure  of  Office]  Bill 

l.  2r.  May  8,  16,  23. 
Com.*  'May  9,  133. 
Eep.*  May  16,  Q92. 

Parliamentary  Elections 

Oxford  University,  New  Member  Sworn 
May  IS,  492. 

Patent  Office,  Vote  for  May  IS,  546. 

Patents,  Designs  and  Trade  Marks, 
Report  presented  May  16,  727,  889; 
May  18,  910. 

Patriotic  P'und,  Report  presented  May  18, 

909. 
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Paulton,    Mr.    J.    M.    [Durham,     Bishop 
Auckland] 

Vivisection  Certificates,  Compulsory  use 
of  Anaesthetics,  etc.  May  9,  151. 

Pauper  Children,  See  Poor  Law  Children. 

Paupers  [England    and   Wales]— Indoor 
Paupers,  Statistics 

Q,  Sir  J.  Rankin ;   A.  Mr.  Chaplin  May 
11,  337. 

Pease,  Mr.  J.  A.  [Northumberland] 
Imperial  Expenditure  May  8,  45. 

Pease,  Sir  J.  [Durham,  Barnard  Castle] 

East  London  Water  Bill,  Cwi,  May  IS,  456. 

Pekin-Hankau  Railway— Yang-tsze  Baain^ 
Point  of  Entrance 
Q.  Mr.  J.  Walton  ;  A.  Mr.  Brodrick  May 
18,  919. 

Pekin  -  Manchurian      Railway  —  Rnesian 
Demand 
Q.  Mr.  Gretton  ;   A.  Mr.  Brodrick  May 
18,  923. 

Pembroke  and  Montgomery,  EIarl  of 

War    Office,  New    Buildings — Model  for 
Members'  Inspection  May  12,  448. 


»» 


Pen  Trade — Applications  for  "Particulars 
Q.   Mr.   J.   G.   Talbot;   ^.   Sir   M.    W. 
Ridley  May  18,  927. 

Penny  Postage,  Imperial— Colonic  agree- 
ing to  Scheme 
Q.  Mr.  H.  Heaton ;  A.  Mr.  Hanbury  May 

16,  738. 

Pensions 

Constabulary,  Royal  Irish — Commutation 
of  Pensions 
Q.   Mr.   Macaleese ;   A.   Mr.  G.    W. 
Balfour  May  19,  1032. 

Metropolitan  Police — Case  of  F.  Upperton 
Q.  Mr.  H.  Johnstone ;    ^.  Sir  M.  W. 
Ridley  May  16,  598. 

Military  and  Naval  Pensions,  Deductions 
from  Officei-s  holding  Civil  Appoint- 
ments 
Q.  Capt.  Norton  ;  A.  Mr.  Hanbury 
May  15,  600. 

National  School  Teachers  [Ireland] 
Pensions  Fund— Receipts  and  Payments* 
Account  May  12,  435,  471. 

Old  Age  Pensions,  See  that  Title 

Superannuation,  See  that  Title. 

Persia— Trade  Report  presented  May  16, 691* 

Perth  Water,  Police  and  Gas  Bill 

c.  Con.*  May  8,  25. 
3r.^  JIfayi/,  30L 
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PROVEMBNTS 

Q.  Mr.  Monckton  ;  A.  Mr.  Ritchie  May 
12,  473. 

Philippines— Uoilo  Bombardment,  Compensa- 
tiun  to  British  Traders 

Q.  Capt.  Sinclair;  A,  Mr.  Brodrick  May 
12,  480. 

PiCKERSGiLL,  Mr.  E.  H.  [Bethmil  Green,  S. W.] 

East  London  Water  Bill,  Con,  May  12, 460. 

Gas  Light  and  Coke  Company  Bill,  3r. 
May  11,  302. 

London  Government  Bill,  Com,  May  8,  62, 
63,  89,  97  ;  May  9,  161,  164,  173, 
175,  214  ;  May  15, 610.  611,  615,  620, 
625, 627,  629,  637,  639,  657  ;  May  10, 
757,  759,  760,794,  807,  809,  818  ;  May 
18,  968. 

Suspension  of  Twelve  o'clock  Rule  May 
18,940. 

Sierra  Leone 

Disturbances— Sir  D.  Chalmera'  Report 
May  11,  345. 

Trial  of  Natives  May  18,  916. 


and   Harbour    Proviaioiial    Orders 
[No.  1]  Bill 

r.  1R.»  Mays,  26. 
2tL*MayJ(i,  7'2r2. 


Pier  and  Harbour  Provisional  Orders 
[No.  1]  Bill 

Memorandum  presente<l  May  10,  227. 

Pier   and   Harbonr   ProTisional    Orders 
[No.  2]  Bill 

r.  1R.»  May  7.5,  .>82. 

PiKRPOiNT,  Mr.  R.  [Warrington] 

Gibraltar  —  Contagious     Disease    among 
Ti-oops  May  S\  31. 

Pio  Trade  between  Ireland  and  Great 
Britain — Restrictions 
Q.  Mr.  Macaleese ;  -4.  Mr.  Fellowes  May 
19,  1030. 

PiLKlNOTON,  Col.  [Lancashire,  Newton] 

Wine  Duties,  Budget  Proi)Osal — Finance 
Bill  May  11,  391. 

Pilotage  ProTisional  Order  Bill 

/.  2r.*  May  12,  433. 

Piracy  near  Samshiri 

Q.  Mr.  Ascroft ;  A.  Mr.  Brodrick  May  11, 
344. 

PiRlE,  Mr.  D.  V.  [Al»enleen,  N.] 
Army  Statistics*  May  19,  1049. 

Ceylon  Waste  Land  Ordinances  May  19, 
1049. 

Gas  Light  and  Coke  Company  Bill,  3r. 
May  11,  305. 
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Liquor  Reform,  Scotland  May  16,  746: 
May  19,  1049. 

Newspapers,  Sunday  Edition— Government 
Advertisements  May  18,  925. 

Scottish  Arms  on  Official  Papers  May  1£, 
483  ;  May  16,  745. 

Poisons — Arrow  Poisons  and  their  antidotes 
Q,  Mr.  Hedderwick ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Chamber- 
lain May  16,  735. 

Police 

Constabulary,  Royal  Irish,  Su  that  Title. 
Dublin  Metropolitan  Police,  See  Dublin. 
Metropolitan  Force 

Lodging  Allowances 

Qs,  Capt.  Norton  ;  As.  Sir  M.  W» 
Ridley  May  8,  35  ;  May  18,  926. 

Pensions — Case  of  F.  Upperton 

Q.    Mr.   H.   Johnstone ;    A,    Sir 
M.  W.  Ridley  May  15,  698. 

Scotland,  Annual  Report  presented  May 
16,  691,  727. 

Poor  Law  Children 

Education  —  Imposition  of  Fees  under 
Elementary  Education  Act,  Letters  of 
Education  Department,  Copy  ordered 
[Mr.  C.  Morley]  May  16,  587. 

Emigration  to  Canada 

Q.    Mr.   S.   Smith;    A,    Mr.   T.  W. 
Russell  May  15,  597. 

Sutton  Barrack  School  Children,  begging 
on  Derby  Day 

Q,  Sir  S.  Montagu ;  A.  Mr.  Chaplin 
May  16,  739. 

Poor  Law  Officers'  Superannuation  [Scot- 
land] Bill 

Petitions  May  15,  585  ;  May  16,  726. 

Poor  Law  [Scotland]  Acts 

Petition  for  Alteration  of  Law  May  16^ 
585. 

Port  Talbot  Bailway  and  Docks  Bill 

/.  Rep,*  May  U,  430. 

3r.^  May  16,  690. 
r.  IR.*  May  18,  943. 

Portmahomack  Harbour  Improvement— 
Grant  in  Aid 

Q.  Mr.  Weir ;  A.  Mr.  A.  G.  Murray  May 

12,  ms, 

Portugal 

Missionary  Outrage  at  Funchal 

Q,  Admiral  Field ;  A,  Mr.  Brodrick 
May  18,  922. 

Parcel  Post,  Express  Deliverr— Agreement 
presented  May  16,  691,  7:&. 
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Post  Office 

Postmaster-General — Dake  of  Norfolk. 

Irinh  Questions 

Bally  money  Post  Office,  Position,  etc 
Q.  Mr.  Daly ;  A.  Mr.  Hanbory 
May  15,  604. 

Cork  Telegraph  Staff,  Increase  in 
Q,  Mr.  J.  F.  X.  O'Brien  ;  ^.  Mr. 
Anstrutber  May  11,  340. 

Cunacrow  Postal  Service 

Q.  Mr.  Davitt ;  A.  Mr.  Hanbnry 
May  18,  933. 

Lorgan  Post  Office 

0.    Mr.    M*Ghee;    A.   Mr.  An- 
strutber May  8,  44. 

Newbliss  Mail  Delivery 

Q.  Mr.   Macaieese;  A.  Mr. 
Hanbury  May  18,  937. 
Letter  to  Post  Office  Department 
Q,  Mr.   Macaieese ;  A.   Mr. 
Hanbury  May  19,  1027. 

Mail  Service,  See  that  Title. 

Parcel  Post,  Portugal,  etc..  Express  De- 
livery, Agreement  presented  May  16, 
691,  728. 

Postmasters  and  Postmen,  See  those  Titles. 

Salonika,  Establishment  of  British  Post 
Office 
Q,  Lord  Newton ;  A,  Duke  of  Norfolk 
May  9,  134. 

Store  Street  Letter-box,  Time  of  Collec- 
tions, etc. 
Q.  Mr.  H.  J.  Wilson ;  A,  Mr.  Anstru- 
tber May  11,  340. 

Telegraphs  and  Telephones,  See  those 
Titles. 

Post  Office  Savings  Banks 

Deficiencies 

Q,  Mr.  Buchanan ;  ^.  Sir  M.  Hicks- 
Beach  May  8,  49. 

Establishment  of,  Reduction  of  National 
Debt -Finance  Bill  May  U,  504. 

Management  Expenses 

Q,  Sir  J.  Rankin;  A,  Mr.  Hanbury 
May  18,  928. 

Telegraphic  Withdrawals 

Q.  Mr.   Weir;    A,    Mr.    Anstruther 
May  8,  41. 

Postage — Imperial  Penny  Postage,  Colonies 
agreeing  to  Scheme 

Q,  Mr.  H.  Heaton ;  A,  Mr.  Hanbury 
May  16,  738. 

Postmasters 

Constantinople,    British    Postmaster   ap- 
pointment 

Q.  Mr.  Duncombe;  A.  Mr.  Hanbnry 
May  15,  601. 

Sub-Postmasterships    held    by    Traders, 
Return  presented  May  15,  586. 

Sub-Postmasters,  Rural  Postmen  assisting 

Q.  Mr.  Steadman;  A,  Mr.  Hanbury 
May  18,  925. 
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Postmen 

Leave  of  Absence,  Difficulty  in  obtaining 
Q.  Mr.  Steadman ;  A.  Mr.   Hanbory 
May  18,  924. 

Rural  Postmen  assisting  Sub-Postmasters 
Q.  Mr.  Steadman;  A.  Mr.  Hanbnry 
May  18,  925. 

Post-inortem  Examinations,  Scotland 

Q,  Sir  W.  Priestley ;  ^.  Mr.  A.  G.  Murrav 
May  16,  744. 

Preserving  Factories,  See  Jam  Factories. 

Pretyman,    Capt.    E.   G.    [Suffolk,    Wood 
bridge] 

Estate  Duty— Finance  Bill  May  IJ,  517. 
522,  523. 

Prevention  of  Corraptlon  Bill 

Petition  May  15,  565. 

Priestley,   Sir  W.    [Edinbui^h    and     St. 
Andrews  Universities] 

Past-nwrtem  Examinations  in  Scotland 
May  16,  744. 

Primogeniture,  Law  oF^Punjaub  Sinlars 
Petitions 
Q.   Mr.   Kimber;   A.  Lord  G.  Hamilton 
May  11,  328. 

Prisons 

Bastardy  and  Summary  Jnrisdictiuu 
[Married  Women]  Act,  Non-jiay- 
men  of  arrears  —  Treatment  as 
Debtors 
Q,  Mr.  Nussey ;  ^.  Su*  M.  W.  Ridley 
May  8,  48. 

Debtors,  Treatment  of — New  Rules 

Q.  SirC.  Cameron  ;  ^.  Sir  M.  W. 
Ridley  May  9,  150. 

Circular  presented  May  10,  227  ;  Afrnf 
12,  434. 

Ireland— Order  in  Council  presented  Ma  if 
16,  691,  727. 

Military  Prison  Discipline 

Os.  Lord  Monkswell ;     Marquess  of 
Lansdowne  May  8,  17. 

Officials'  Fines,  bours  of  Duty,  etc. 

Q.  Mr.  Lougb  \  A.  Sir  ]&.  W.  Ridley 
May  16, 1^, 

Treatment   of    Prisoners  —  Deatb    of   J. 
Wilson  in  Mancbester 
Q.  Mr.  Ascroft;  A,  Sir  M.  W.  Ridley 
May  11,  352. 

Private  Bill  Legislation,  Ireland 

Q,  Mr.  P.  O'Brien ;  ^.  Mr.  G.  W.  Balfour 
May  12,  488  ;  Q.  Mr.  Daly ;  ^.  Mr.  c;. 
W.  Balfour  May  16,  748. 

Private  Legislation  Procedure  [Scotland] 
Bill 

Petitions  May  8,  29 ;  May  15,  585. 

Public  Accounts,  Report  from  Select  Coin. 
May  W,  30a 
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PaUic  Health  Acts  Amendment  Bill 

Petition  May  9,  139. 


[Pub— Eec 


PaUic  Libraries  [Scotland]  Acts  Amend- 
ment Bill 

/.  2el*  May  12,  435. 
Rep,*  May  15,  579. 
3r.»  May  18,  903. 

Public  Records,  See  Records. 

Public  Works  and    Buildings    Office, 
Vote  for  May  19,  1056. 

Public  WorksDepartmentJndia— Petition 

Q,    Mr.  Hudson ;  A,  Lord  G.  Hamilton 
May  15,  591. 

Public   Works   Loan    Commission,    Vote 
for  May  19,  1056. 

PuNJAUB,    Primogeniture    Succession  — 
Petitions 
Q.    Mr.  Kimber;   A,    Lord  G.   Hamilton 
May  11,  328. 

Pupil     Teachers  —  Gaelic-speakinc    Pupil 
Teachers  in  Higliland  Schools,  Number 
employed 
Q,  Mr.  Weir  ;  -4.  Mr.  A,  G.  Murray  May 
8,92. 

Quarrier's,  Dr.,  Orphan  Homes,  Rating— 
Homes  closed  in  consequence 
Q.  Sir  C.  Cameron  ;  A,  Mr.  A.  G.  Murray 
May  18,  931 

Queen   Charlotte's   Hospital  —  Vaccina- 
tion of  Infants. 
Q.  Mr.  Channing;  A.  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell 
May  8,  53. 

<2aeen's  Ferry  Bridge  Bill 

c.  Con.*  May  19,  1016. 

Quorum— Failure  to  make  a  House  May  17, 
890. 

Railway  Servants*  Accidents,  S.  May  1:2, 
553. 
Commission— Scottish  Representation 
Q.  Mr.  Weir ;  A.  Mr.  Hanbury  May 
19,  1029. 

Railways 

Bilk  relating  to.  See  their  Titles. 

Erith  Groods  Station,  Lighting 

Q.  Mr.  Schwann;   A.  Mr.  Hanbury 
May  19,  1029. 

Foreign  Railways,  See  Names  of  Coun- 
tries. 

Ireland 

Fish,  Freight  Chai^ges 

Q,  Mr.  Field ;  ^.  Mr.  G.  W.  Bal- 
four May  9,  141. 

Great  Northern  Railway,  Scarcity  of 
Trains,  etc.  S.  May  12, 552. 
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Railways— con^ 
Ireland — eont* 

Millstreet  Valuation,  Reduction 

Q.  Capt.  Donelan  ;  A.  Mr.  G.  W. 
Balfour  May  11,  348. 

State  Advances,  Return  ordered  [Mr. 
Field]  May  9, 140. 

Level  Crossings,  See  that  Title. 

Overcrowding,  S.  May  12,  544,  563,  566. 

Peterborough  Station  Improvements 

Q,   Mr.   Monckton:    A.   Mr.  Ritchie 
May  12,  473. 

Private  Lines,  iS^.  May  12,  545. 

Train  Wreckers,  Number  of  Convictions 
q,  Mr.  Ascroft ;  ^.  Sir  M.  W.  Ridley 
May  11,  351. 

Volunteers,  Conveyance  of 

q.  Mr.  Malcolm  ;  .4.  Mr.  Wyndhain 
May  18,  912. 

Water  Supply  at  Stations,  S.  May  12, 545. 

Workmen's  Trains  between  Barking  antl 
Fenchurch  Street 

C.  Mr.  Lough;  A,  Mr.  Long  Jf ay  A', 
52. 

Rankin,  Sir  J.  [Herefordshire,  Leominster] 
Gas  Light  and  Coal  Company  Bill,  3b. 

May  11,  306. 
Paupers,  Number  in  Workhouses,  May  11, 

337. 
Post  Office  Savings  Banks— Management 
Expenses,  May  18,  926. 

Technical  Instruction  Scholarships,  Science 
and  Art  Department,  May  11,  336. 

Rasch,  Major  [Essex,  S.E.] 

Dispensers,  Unqualified,  Accidents  due  to 
May  12,  474. 

Foot    Guards  —  Position    on    Roster    for 
Active  Service  May  9,  150. 

Horses  in  the  Army,  Average  Age  May  15, 
589. 

Indian  Army 

Colonels*  Pay,  Compensation  on  Com- 
pulsory Retirement  May  19,  1021. 

Senior  Officers  in  Military  Work« 
Department  May  15,  589. 

Redistribution  of  Seats  May  19,  1042. 

Bating  of  Machinery  Bill 

c.  2r.  May  17,  889. 

Rating  of  Machinery  Bill 

Petitions  May  8,  29 ;  May  9,  139  ;  May  10, 
226 ;  May  12, 470  ;  May  15, 585 ;  May  10, 
726 ;  May  17,  888  ;  May  18,  907  ;  may 
19,  1018. 


Rating  Returns,  Scotland 

Q.  Mr.  Caldwell ;  A,  Mr.  A.  G.  Murray 
May  12,  483. 

Reading,  Public  Mketings,^'^^  Local  Govern- 
ment Provisional  Orders  [No.  14]  Bill. 

Record  Office,  Vote  for  May  19, 1056. 
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Records,  Public 

Records  of  not  sufficient  value  to  justify 
preservation— Schedule  presented  May 
19,  1020.  ^ 

Safe  Custody  of — Legislation 

Q.  Mr.   Bryce;  A.  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour 
May  8 J  yl. 


nai^  etc. 

r.  W  vn( 


Recruiting  for  the  Army 
Under-ace  Recruits,  Dischi 

Q.  Mr.  Weir ;  ^.  Mr.  \\^dham  May 
19,  1022. 

Volunteers,  Recruiting  from 

Os.  Earl  of  Wemyss,  Marquess  of 
Lansdowne,  Duke  of  Northumber- 
land May  15,  565. 

Red  Sea  Lighthouses,  Turkish  Government 
building— Shipping  Dues,  etc. 

Q.   Sir  J.   Fergusson;    A.   Mr.  Brodrick 
May  11,  342. 

Bedditch  Gas  Bill 

c.  Con.*  May  8,  25. 
3r.»  J/ay  i;?,  451. 
/.  IR.*  May  15,  563. 

Redistribution  of  Seats 

0,  Major  Rasch  May  19,  1042. 

Redmond,  Mr.  W.  [Clare,  E.] 

Agricultural    and    Technical    Instruction 
[Ireland]  Bill,  1r.  May  8,  60. 

Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools 

Contributions    by    Parents— Recommend- 
ations of  Committee 
Q.  Mr.  W.   F.  D.  Smith;  A,  Su-  M. 
W.  Ridley  May  11,  351. 

Denominational     Education  —  Amended 
Rule 
Q.  Mr.  Flower;  ^.  Sir  M.  W.  Ridley 
May  9,  150. 

Begistration  of  Firms  Bill 

Petitions  May  lii,  470 ;  May  18,  907. 

Reid,  Sir  R.  T.  [Dumfries  Burghs] 

Estate  Duties— Finance  Bill  May  12,  517, 
620,  522,  523. 

Religious  Instruction 

Industiial  Schools — Denominational  Edu- 
cation, Amended  Rule 
Q,  Mr.  Flower;  ^.  Sir  M.  \V.  Ridley 
May  9,  150. 

Lambounie  National  School 

Q,  Mr.  S.  Smith;  A,  Sir  J.  Gorst 
May  8,  37. 

Ben&ew  Burgh  and  Harbour  Eztension 
Bill 

1.  Zr.*  ilfay  8,  4, 
c.  1R.»  May  8,  28. 

2R.»  J/rtyi7,  887. 

Representation  of  the  People  in  Par- 
liament—Redistribution  of  Seats 
0.  Major  Rasch  May  19,  1042. 
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Revenue   and   Expenditure,    India,  See 
India — Finance. 

Revenue  and  Expenditure  of  the  United 
Kingdom 

Aggregate  Receipts  —  Return  presented 
May  17,  889  ;  May  18,  908. 

Expenditure 

Q.  Mr.  J.  A.  Pease ;  ^.  SirM.  Hicks- 
Beach  May  8,  45. 

Revenue    Departments    Estimates,   Sec 
Supply. 

Rhyl,  Public  Meetings,  See  Local  Govern- 
ment Provisional  Orders  [No.  14]  Bill. 

RiBBLESDALE,  LORD 

Metropolitan  Water  Companies  Bill,  Coin, 
May  16,  698,  699,  700,  701,  710. 

Parish  Counc  Uors  [Tenure  of  Office]  Bill» 
2r.  May  8,  16. 

Richards,  Mr.  H.  C.  [Finsbury,  E.] 

London  Government  Bill,  Com.  May  9, 187;. 
May  18,  997. 

RiCKETT,  Mr,  C.  [Scarborough] 

Telegraphs  [Telephonic  Communication, 
etc.]  Bill — Extension  to  Non-coonty 
Boroughs,  May  15,  603. 

Ridley,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  M.  W.— Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  [Laiica- 
shire,  Blackpool] 

Burial  Laws— Legislation  May  16,  742. 

Dangerous  Trades  Committee  Evidence 
May  1^,  472. 

Debtors,  Prison  Treatment — New  Rules 
May  9,  151. 

Dock  Accidents,  Dr.  Tatham's  Report 
May  11,  360. 

Industrial  Schools 

Contributions    by    Parents,    Recom- 

mendation  of  Committee  May  11, 

351. 
Denominational  Education,  Amended 

Rule  May  9,  150. 

Jam  Factories — Hours  of  Labour  May  S„ 
39  ;  May  18,  928. 

Laundries,  Labour  in — Amendment  of 
Factory  Acts  May  8,  39. 

Lunacy,  Increase  in — Inquiry  May  12, 473. 

Metropolitan  Police 

Lodging  Allowances  May  8,  35 ;  May 
18,  927. 

Pensions— Case  of  F.  Upperton  May 
15,  698. 
Pen  Trade,  Applications  for  "  Particularf*  *' 

May  18,  928. 
Prisons 

Bastardy  and  Summary  Jurisdiction 
[Married  Women]  Act,  Non-pay- 
ment of  Arrears,  Treatment  as 
Debtors  May  8,  48. 

Officials — Fines,  Hours  of  Duty,  etc. 
May  16,  743. 

\Co7dinued 
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Ridley,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  M.  \i,—cont 

Train  Wreckers,  Number  of  Convictions 
Mmj  11,  351. 

Vivisection  Certificates,  Compulsory  use  of 
Aniestheties,  etc.  May  .9,  162. 

Wilson,  J.  Death  of,  in  Prison  May  11, 352. 

Workmen's  Compensation  Act 

Appeals,  Security  for  Costs  May  16, 

598. 
Doctors'  Examinations  May  18,  927. 


Rifle  Kanoes — Closed  since  issue  of   Lee- 
Metford  Rilie 

Q,   Mr.   F.   WUson;    A.   Mr.   Wyndham 
May  9,  149. 


Ritchie,  Rt.  Hon.  C.  T,— President  of  the 
Board  of  Tixtde  [Croydon] 

('ivil    Service    Certificates,    Granting    to 
Board  of  Trade  Clerks  May  11,  331. 

Companies  Acts  Amendment  Bill  May  18, 
924. 

C^onciliaticm  in  Trade  Disputes  May  12, 


Khyher,  Death  of  Apprentice  at  Diego 
May  9,  148. 

Labour  Department  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
Salary  of  Clerks  May  18,  923. 

Lighthouse-keepers'  Pay  May  IJ,  474. 

Liffhtships,  Electrical  Communication — 
Balance  of  Grant  May  16,  594. 

London  (Government  Bill,  Cmn.  May  9, 168  ; 
May  16,  793. 

Marine  Certificate*^,  Cancelling  and  Sus- 
pending, by  the  lioard  of  Tnme  May  11, 
330. 

Paris  Exhibition,  Facilities  for  Exhibitors 
May  10,  737. 

Peterborough  Railway  Station  Improve - 
mentn  May  12,  473. 

TuHcnn  Prinre,  Civse  of  May  12,  556. 

Twerton  Level  Crossing  —  Footbridge, 
proponed.  May  0,  149. 


Ritualism  in  the  Church  of  England 

Church  Discipline  Bill,  See  that  Title. 

St.  Martin's  Church,  Brighton — Soldiers' 
Compulsory  Attendance 
Os.  Lonl    Gfe\ille,    Loiil    Teynham, 
Marquess  of  Lansdowne  May  8,  6. 

Roberts,  Mr.  J.  B.  [CarnarvonHhire,  Eifion] 

Transvaal 

British  Interference — Conventions  of 
1881  and  1884,  etc.  May  19,  1051. 

Dynamite    Concession — Infringement 
of  London  Convention  May  18,  918. 

Naturalisation    of    British    Subjects 
May  18,  917. 

•  •     Transvaal  and  Orange  Free  State,  Diplo- 
matic Intercourse  with  May  8,  52. 
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Roberts,  Mr.  J.  H.  [Denbighshire,  W.] 
India 

Criminal  Administration  May  11,  329.- 

Financial  Statement,  Date  of  Publica- 
tion May  18,  913. 

Troops,  Cost  of  May  18,  914. 

Nei!\'foundland — French     Shore    Question 
May  8,  50. 

Robertson,  Mr.  E.  [Dundee] 

Hiffh  Licence  System  in  United  States — 
Adoption  in  England  May  9,  152. 

Spirits,  Surtax  on  May  12,  536. 

Robertson,  Mr.  H.  [Hackney,  S.] 

London  Goverament  Bill,   Co^n.  May  16,. 
771 ;  May  18,  966,  977. 

Wine  Duties — Bottle  v.  Cask  Importation. 
May  9,  153. 

Rochdale  Canal  Bill 

/.  Rep,  frtyin  Select  Cam.  May  12,  432. 

Roche,  Mr.  John  [Galway,  E.] 

Killcroran,  Scheduled  as  Congested  district 
May  18,  936. 

ROLLIT,  Sir  A.  [Islington,  S.] 

London  Government  Bill,   Com,  May  9^ 
186 ;  May  15,  654,  670  ;  May  16,  825. 

Roman  Catholic  Elementary  Schools— 
Return 
Q,  Mr.  Channing  ;  -4.  Sir  J.  E.  Gorst  May 
8,Z\, 

Roman  Catholic  University  for  Irelani> 
Petitions  May  8,  29  ;  May  9, 132  ;  Mav  10, 
226 ;  May  11,  320  ;    May  12,  471 ;   May 
15,  585  ;  Slay  18,  907  ;  May  19,  1019. 

Royal  Irish  Constabulary,  See  Constabu- 
lary. 

Russell,  Mr.  A.  S.— Indian  Pul)lic  Works 
Department,  Promotion— Petition 
Q,  Mr.   Hudson;    A.  Lord  G.  Hamiltim 
May  15,  591. 

Russell,    Mr.    T.    Vf .—Secretary  to  Local 
Governm€7it  Board  [Tyrone,  S.] 

London  Government  Bill,  Com,  May  16, 
794,  795. 

Poor  Law  Children,  Emigration  to  Canada 
— Numl)er,  etc.  May  15,  597. 

Vaccination  of  Infants  at  Queen  Charlotte's 
Hospital  May  8,  53. 

Wimbletlon  District  Election  irregularity, 
Inquiry  May  15,  596. 


Russell  of  Killowsn,  Lord 

Metropolitan  Water  Companies  Bill,  Cain^ 
May  16,  711. 

Russia 

China,  Russia  in,  See  China. 

Trade  Report  presented  May  12,  433. 
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IRye,  French  Trawlers  in  the  Bay 

Q,  Sir  E.  Sassoon;   A,  Mr.   Macartney 
May  9,  153. 

.'St.  Albans  Gk»  Bill 

c.  2R.*  May  9,  136. 
Rep.*  Afay  18,  906. 

.St.  Andrews  Burgh  Provisional  Order  Bill 

c.  Rep.*  May  12,  467. 
3R.*  Jf  ay  i5,  681. 

:St.    Michael's    Church    Ruins,    Skellig 
Michael — Report 

Q,  Mr.  Lecky ;  'A,  Mr.  Anstruther  May 
12,  489. 

.St.  Neots  Water  Bill 

I,  Rep.  from,  Select  Com,  May  8,  3. 

Sr.*  May  15,  562. 
c.  IR.*  May  16,  753. 

.Sale  of  Food  and  Drugs  Bill 

c.  i2ep.  iJfay  12,  492. 

*Sale  of  Food  and  Drugs  Bill 

Petitions  May  15,  686;     May  16,   726; 
May  17,  888. 

'.Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  [Ireland] 
Bill 

Petition  May  8,  29. 

i-Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday 
Bill 


Petitions  May  8,  29 ;  May  9,  139 ;  May 
10,  226 ;  May  11,  320 ;  May  12,  471  ; 
May  15,  666, 685  ;  May  16,  726 ;  May  17, 
888  ;  May  18,  907  ;  May  19,  1019. 


Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  to  Children 
—Petition  May  16,  727. 

.  Salford  Corporation  Bill 

/.  Rep.  from  Select  Com.  May  12,  430. 

Zr.*  May  16,  690. 
c.  IR.*  May  18,  943. 

iSALlSBURY,  Marquess  of— Premier  and  Sec- 
retary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs. 

Metropolitan  Water  Companies  Bill,  Com. 
May  16,  712. 

Parish  Councillors  [Tenure  of  Office  Bill] 
2R,  May  8,  17. 

Whitsuntide   Recess,    Date  of   Adjourn- 
ment May  12,  449. 

:8alisbury    Plain,     Purchase     by     the 
Government— Supplementary  Paper 

Q.   Mr.   T.   Bayley;   A.   Mr.   Wyndham 
May  9,  149. 

;Salmon  Fisheries,  Scotland— Sale  of  Cro^vn 
Rights 

Q,  Mr.  Buchanan  ;  A,  Mr.  Hanbory  May 
16,  737. 
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Salonika  —  Establishment  of   British   Poet 
Office 

Q.   Lord  Newton ;   A.   Duke  of  Norfolk 
May  9,  134. 

Sammun   Bay,   Italy's   Demand  —  British 
Minister's  Action 

Q.  Mr.  Dillon;  A.  Mr.  Brodrick  May  11, 
343. 

Samshiri 

Piracy 

Q.  Mr.  Ascroft;  A.  Mr.  Brodrick 
May  11,  344. 

Telegraph  Station 

Q.  Mr.  Ascroft ;  A.  Mr.  Brodrick 
May  11,  344. 

Samuel,  Mr.  H.  S.  [Tower  HamletH,  Liine- 
house] 
London  Government  Bill,  Cam.  May  8,  78, 
81,  82,  84  ;  May  9,  204  ;   May  18,  984, 
989. 

Samuel,  Mr.  J.  [Stockton] 

Gas  Light  and  Coke  Company  Bill,  3k. 
May  11,  307 

London  Government  Bill,  Com.  May  8,  73 ; 
May  9,  188,  219. 

Sasine  Office,  Edinburgh— Scottish  Coat 
of  Arms  on  Official  Papers 

Q.  Mr.  Pirie ;  A.  Mr.  A.  G.  Murray  May 
ii?,  483. 

Sassoon,  Sir  E.  [Hythe] 

French  Trawlers  in  Rye  and  Hythe  Bays 
May  9,  163. 

Shomcliffe    Camp,  Rateable  Value,   etc. 
May  11,  324. 

Savings  Banks 

Petition  May  12,  471. 

Post  Office  Savings  Banks,  See  that  Title. 

Scarlatina  Outbreak  at  Buxton 

Q.  Mr.  Jeffireys ;  A,  Mr.  Chaplin  May  10, 
742. 

Schools,  See  Education. 

Schwann,  Mr.  C.  £.  [Manchester,  N.] 
Business  of  the  House  May  9,  168. 

Ceylon  Waste  Land  Ordinances  May  lU, 
iU25,  1042. 

Le  Mesurier's,  Mr.,  Indictment  of 
Ceylon  Officials^ — Governor's  Report 
May  11,  346. 

Erith  Goods  Station,  Lighting  May  19, 
1029. 

Science  and  Art  Department 

Art  Branch  Assistant — Result  of  Exami- 
nation 
Q.  Mr.  M.    Healy ;  ^.  Sir  J.   Gorst 
May  18,  928. 
Ireland — Grant 

Q.  Capt.  Donelan ;  A,  Mr.  G.  W. 
Balfour  May  19, 1032. 

[CimUnued 
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Science  and  Art  Department— cow^ 

Scholarships    in    Technical    Instruction, 
Private  Schools  holding 
Q.  Sir  J.  Rankin ;  A.  sir  J.  Gorst 
May  11,  336. 

Typist,     Temporary    Clerks  —  Position, 
Salary,  etc. 
Q.  Mr.  Yoxall  M.  Sir  J.  Gorst  3/ayi5, 
594. 

ScoBLE,  Sir  A.  [Hackney,  Central] 

London  Government  Bill,  Com,  May  18, 
976. 

ScoNLON  Estate,  Inspection  by  Land  Com- 
mission— Report 

Q.  Mr.  Sheehy;  A.  Mr.  G.  W.  Balfour 
May  12,  486. 

Scotland 

Secretary  for  Scotland— hard  Balfour  of 

Burleigh. 
Lord  Advocate— Bt.  Hon.  A.  G.  Murray. 
Solicitor-Gmeral-Mi.  C.  Scott  Dickson. 

Bills  relating  to,  See  their  titles. 

Camphill     School,      Labour     Certificate 
Examination — Results 
Q.   Sir  C.   Cameron;  A,   Mr.  A.  G. 
Murray  May  15^  604. 

Coat-of-Arms  on  Official  Papers 

Qs,  Mr.  Pirie ;  As.  Mr.  A.  G.  Murray 
May  12,  483  ;  May  16,  74o. 

Cookery  Instruction  in  Highland  Schools 
<?.  Mr.  Weir;  -4.  Mr.  A.  G.  Murray 
May  8, 33, 

Crofters'  Holdings  Acta  1886-87— Report 
May  15,  564,  586. 

Dog  Tax— Burden  on  Cottars  and  Crofters 
08,  Mr.  Weir,  May  19,  1049,  1056. 

Education  [For  Collective  Heading  see 
title  Education,  sub-heading  Scotch 
Questions]. 

Falkirk  Level  Crossing,  S.  May  12,  652, 
554. 

Fisheries,  See  that  Title. 

Gaelic  in  Highland  Schools 

Q.  Mr.  Weir ;  A,  Mr.  A.  G.  Murray 
May  8,  32. 

Gmi  Licence  Prosecution  at  Wick — Case 
of  J.  Sutherland 
Q.  Mr.  Hedder>vick ;  A.  Sir  M.  Hicks 
Beach  May  16,  740. 

Highland     Ladn     entering    the     Navy, 
Facilities  for 
Q.  Mr.  Weir ;  A,  Mr.  W.  E.  Macart- 
ney May  VJ,  i021 ;   0,  Mr.   Weir 
May  19,  lOoO. 

Inver  Water  Supply,  Unsatisfactory  state 
of 
Q.  Mr.  Weir;  A,  Mr.  A.  G.  Murray 
Mays,  41. 

Laboui*  Certificate  Examinatioas  at  Paisley 
Q.  Sir  C.   Cameron ;    A.  Mr.  A.   G. 
Muiray  May  15,  604. 

Leianlation 

0.  Mr.  Caldwell  May  19, 1052. 
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Scotland— conf. 

Liquor  Reform 

Q,  Mr.  Pirie ;  A.  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour 
May  16,  746 ;  0.  Mr.  Pirie  May  19„ 
1049. 

F(yr  Bills,  See  their  Titles. 

Marriage  Gratuity  for  Female  Teachers 
Q^sUr,  Weir;  A,  Mr.  A.  G.  Murray 
May  12,  481. 

Orphan  Homes,  Closing  in  consequence  of 
Rating 
Q.  Sir  C.  Cameron ;  A.  Mr.  A.   G. 
Murray  May  18,  931. 

Portmahomack  Harbour  Improvement — 
Grant-in-aid 

Q.  Mr.  Weir;  A,  Mr.  A.  G.  Murray 
May  12,  480. 

Post-mortem  Examinations 

Q.  Sir  W.  Priestley;  A,  Mr.  A.  G. 
Murray  May  16, 744. 

Railway  Servants'  Accidents  Commission, . 
Representation  of  Scotland 

Q,  Mr.  Weir;  A,  Mi*.  Han  bury  May 
19,  1029. 

Rating  Return 

Q.  Mr.  Caldwell;  A,  Mr.  A.  G, 
Murray  May  12,  483. 

School  Attendance  Statistics,  Discrepancy 
Q,    Mr.    CaldweU;  A,    Mr.    A.    G. 
Murray  May  8,  45. 

Secondary  Education,  See  that  Title. 

Secretary  for  Scotland  and  the  Representa- 
tive Chamber. 
0.  Mr.  Caldwell  May  19,  1053. 

Sgixda  Rock,  Erection  of  Beacon  on 

Q,  Mr.  Weir;  A.  Mr.  Hanbury  Mav 
19,  1029. 

Technical  Education,  See  that  Title. 

Training  Colleges  for  Teachers 

Q.  Mr.  Weir;  A,  Mr.  A.  G.  Murray 
May  19,  1031;  O*.  Mr.  Colville 
May  19,  1051 ;  Mr.  Caldwell,  J  054. 

Vaccination,  False  Certificates — Prosecu- 
tion of  Dr.  Lamont 

Q.  Sir  C.  Cameron ;  A.  Mr.  Hanbury 
May  15,  598 ;  Qs,  Sir  C.  Cameron  ;. 
As.  Mr.  A.  G.  Murray  May  ^,  35  ; . 
May  15,  599 ;  May  18,  930. 

Scott,  Mr.  C.  P.  [Lam^.,  Leigh] 

Transvaal  Arrents,  Names  of  Persons,  etc. 
May  19,  1024. 

Scunthorpe  Urbftn  District  Gas  and  Water 
Bill 

/.  IR.*  May  8,  4. 
^R,""  May  16,  690. 

Seamen,  Merchant  Service 

Certificates,  Cancelling  by  the  Board  of 
Trade 
Q.  Mr.  Bowles ;  A,  Mr.  Ritchie  May 
11,^30. 

Continuous  Discharge  System,  S,  May  12, 

D4c>,  OOO. 
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Seamen,  Merchant  Service— con^. 

Maflter»,Mate<<,and  Engineers  [Sospension, 
etc.,  of  Certificates] — Return  ordered 
[Mr.  Bowles]  May  19,  1020. 

NoHh  Shields,  Board  of  Trade  Official 
receiving:  nioiiev  for  providing  employ- 
ment, aUeged,  S.  May  IS,  551. 

Seats  for  Shop  Assistants  [England  and 
Ireland]  Bill 

c.  2R.  May  9,  223. 

Secondary  Education 

Board  of  Education  Bill,  See  that  Title. 

Scotland — Grant  under  Minute  of  April  27, 
1899 
Qs.  Capt.  Sinclair,  Mr.   Bryce;   As, 
Mr.  A.  J.   Balfour  May  11,  334  ; 
Q.  Mr.   D.  Nicol;    A.  Mr.  A.   G. 
Murray  May  19,  1031. 
Motions  [Capt.  Sinclair]  May  9,  221  ; 
Mat/  11,  353. 

Half-yearly  Grant 

Q.    Mr.   Weir;    A.    Mr.   A.   G. 
Murray  May  12,  481. 

Minute  presented  May  18,  908. 

See  also  Technical  Education. 

Secondary  Edncation  Bill 

c.  IR.  May  19,  1055. 

Secret     Commissions,    See    Prevention    of 
Corruption  Bill 

Secret  Services,  Vote  for,  May  19, 1057. 

.Selborne,    Earl    of — Under   Secretary    of 
State  for  the  Colonies 

Pacific  Cable  Scheme,  Conditions  of  British 
Subsidy  May  15,  576. 

Sierra  Leone  Disturbances  May  16,  717. 

Service  Franchise  Bill 

Petition  May  16,  586. 

Settlement  Duty— Finance  Bill,  Mr.  Bowles' 
Proposal  May  12,  620. 

.Sgixda  Rock,  Erection  of  Beacon  on 

Q,  Mr.  Weir;  A,  Mr.  Hanbury  May  19, 
1029. 

Sharpe,  Mr.  W.  E.  T.  [Kensington,  N.] 

London  Government  Bill,  Com,  May  15^ 
661. 

Shaw,  Mr.  T.  [Hawick  Burghs] 
Education,  Scotland 

Annual  Report,  May  15,  605. 
Minute  May  12,  484. 

.Shetlands 

Anderson  Institute,  Dismissal  of  Rector 
Q.    Sir    L.    Lyell;    A,    Mr.    A.    G. 
Murray  May  12,  482. 

Channel  Squadron,  Visit  to,  proposed 


nnei  p>quf 

Q.  Sir  L.  Lyell ;  A,  Mr.  Goschen  May 
11,  326. 


Sheehy,  Mr.  D.  [Galway,  S.] 

Sconlon     Estate,     Inspection     by    Land 
Commission  May  12,  486. 

Sheffield  Corporation  Markets  Ball 

c.  Rep.*  May  18,  906. 

Shipbuilding— Thames  Ironworks  Contracti* 
Q.  Mr.  Buxton;  A.  Mr.  Goschen  Jfriyii, 
327. 

Shipowners*  LiABiLmr,  See  Merchant 
Shipping;  [Limitation  of  Liability  of  Ship- 
owners] Bill. 

Shipping,  See  Mercliant  Shipping. 
Shirebrook  and  District  Gkts  Bill 

c.  Con*  May  9,  136. 
3r.»  May  12,  451. 
I.  In.*  May  76,690. 

Shop  Assistants,  See  Seats  for  Shop  AsNiHtant>« 
[England  and  Ireland]  Bill. 

Shops  Bill 

Petition  May  18,  907. 

Shops  [Early  Closing]  Bill 

Petition  May  18,  907. 

Shornclifpe  Barracks,  Rateable  Value,  etc. 
Q.  Sir  E.   Sassoon  ;  A.    Mr.   Anstra titer 
May  11,  324. 

Shotley  Bridge  and  Consett  District  Oas 
Bill 

I.  2R.*  May  12,  ^l. 

Sierra  Leone,  Rising  in 

Os.    Lord    Stanley    of    Alderley,  Earl   of 
Selbome  May  16,  717. 

Chalmers',  Sir  D.,  Report 

Q.  Mr.  Pickersgill;  -^l.Mr.  J.  Chainlier- 
lain  May  11,  345. 

Trial  of  Nativ&s,  Counsel,  etc. 

Q.  Mr.  Pickerngill;  ^-1.  Mr.  J.  Chanilier- 
lain  May  18,  916. 

Simeon,  Sir  B.  [Southampton] 

Essendon  National  School  —  Inelticient 
Management  May  11,  336. 

Sinclair,  Capt.  J.  [Forfar] 

Education,  Scotland  —  Secondary  and 
Teclmical  Education  Grant,  Minute,  etc. 
May  9,  221,  223  ;  May  11,  334,  353,  3oo, 
357,  358, 359, 362 ;  May  16,  745  ;  May  19, 
1040. 

lloilo  Bombardment  —  Coin^iensation  tii 
British  Traders  May  12,  48U. 

Indian  Sugar  Imports  Statistics  May  IS^ 
916. 

London  (iovdrnment  Bill,  Coin.  May  .v, 
67,  87  ;  May  18,  1011,  1012,  1013. 
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SlNQAPORE  AND  HONQ-KONG  CABLE  AGREE- 
MENT— Company's   PreferentiaJ   Right, 
etc. 
Q,  Mr.  Provand  ;  A,  Mr.  J.  Chamberlain 
May  8,  53. 

Sinking  Fund  and  Consols,  Budget  Pro- 
posals— Finance  Bill  May  11,  364 ;  May 
12,5QS, 

Sittings    and    Adjournments    of    the 
House 

Exemption  from  the  Standing  Order, 
Motions  [Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour]  May  l£y 
492  ;  May  18,  961. 

Failure  to  make  a  House,  May  17,  890.  \ 

Wednesday  Afternoon  Rules,  Suspension 
of — Cliurcli  Discipline  Bill 
Q,   Mr.    S.   Smith;    A.    Mr.    A.    J. 
Balfour  Mat/  9,  158. 

Whitsuntide  Recess,  See  that  Title. 

Skellio    Michael,    St.    Michael's    Church 
Ruins — Report 
Q,  Mr.  Lecky ;  A,  Mr.  Anstruther  Jf ay  1£, 
489. 

Skipton  Urban  District  Qas  Bill 

c.  2R.*  May  15,  581. 

Skye  Fisheries,  Police  Patrol 

Q.  Mr.  Weir  ;  A.  Mr.  A.  G.  Murray  May 
12,  481. 

Small  Arms  Factories,  See  Enfield. 


Solicitora  Bill 

c.  Con*  May  8,  127. 
3R.*  May  11,  428. 

Somerset  Charities,  Apportionment  of 

Q,    Mr.   Strachey ;   A.   Mr.   G.   Lawson 
May  16,  739. 

Soudan   Expedition,   Expenditure— Return 
presented  May  18,  910. 

South  African  Republic,  See  Transvaal. 

South-Eastern,  and  London,  Chatham 
and  Dover  Bailway  Comiianies' 
Bill 

c.  Con,*  May  8,  25. 
3r.*  May  11,  301. 
/.  IR.*  May  1£,  432. 

SouthEastem,  and  London,  Chatham, 
and  Dover  Bailway  ComiNinies 
[New  Lines]  Bill 

c.  Bep.*  May  12,  467. 
Con,*  May  19,  1016. 

South-Eastem  Bailway  Bill 

c.  3r.*  May  10,  225. 
I,  In,*  May  12,  432. 

South  Essex  Water  Bill 

/.  Rqh  from  Select  Corn,  May  12,  432. 


South  Hants  Water  Bill 
/.  Sn.*May8,^, 
c.  IR.*  May  8,  28. 


Small  Houses  [Acauisition  of  Ownership] 
Bill 

Petition  May  19,  1019. 

Smith,  Mr.  S.  [Flintsliire] 

Church  Discipline  Bill  May  9,  158. 

Lamhoume  National  School  —  Religious 
Instruction  May  8,  37. 

Poor  Law  Children,  Emigration  to  Canada 
May  15 f  597. 

i^MiTH,  Mr.  W.  F.  D.  [Strand] 

Industrial  Schools,  Contrihutious  by 
Parents  —  Hecoiiiinendations  of  Com- 
mittee May  11,  351. 

^^^^^^^  yi^^'^JJ}^fS}'  o?!"'  ^^""  ^^^  ^^*  1  SouTHPORT    Parliamentary    Election— 

;         New  Writ  May  IJ,  491. 


South   Kensington   Museum,  See  Science 
and  Art  Departments. 

South  Staffordshire  Stipendiary  Justice 
Bill 

c.  Bep.*  May  8,  26, 
Con,  May  10,  T22, 

Southampton  Corporation  Water  Bill 

c.  2R.*  May  15,  581. 


661  ;  May  10,  799,  818. 


Soames,  Mr.  a.  W.  [Norfolk,  S.] 

London  Government  Bill,  Coin,  May  8,  89. 

Enteric  Fever  at  King  Williams  Town — 
Condition  of  Barracks,  etc. 
Q.  Mr.  Ascroft ;   A.   Mr.  Wyndham 
May  11,  323. 

Pay,  etc.,  List  of   Exceptions  presented 
May  15,  564,  586. 

Ritualistic  Services  at  Brighton — Soldiers* 
Compulsory  Attendance 
Os,    L«»rd    (.ireville,    Lonl  Teynham, 
Marquee*s  of  Lansdowne  May  8,  6. 

Wooldridtje,  Col  our- Sergeant,  Case  of 
Q.  Capt.  Donelan ;  A.  Mr.  Wyndham 
May  10,  732. 
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Spain — Unitetl  States  Interests,  Jhitish  Consul 
in  Charge  of 

Q.  Mr.  Malcolm  ;  A,  Mr.  Brodrick  May  19, 
1023. 


Speaker— Rt.  Hon.  W.  C.  Gully  [Carlisle] 
Address,   Motion    for— Scotch    Education 
Minutes,  ProceedinjAi  made  in  pursuance 
of  an  Act  of  Parliament  or  Standing 
Orders  May  9,  222. 

Adjournment  of  tlie  House  for  the  purpose 
of  discussing  definite  matter  of  Public 
Importance,  Motion  for — S<!ottLsh  Educa- 
tion Question  May  11,  357,  358. 

Bills,  Introduction  under  Ten  Minutes' 
Rule  May  8,  60. 

\C(miinued 
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Speaker— Rt.  Hon.  W.  C.  Gully — cant. 

Board  of  Trade,  Powers  of — Constraction 
of  Platfonns  May  12y  544. 

Committee  which  is  not  Reported,  Refer- 
ences to  Deliberations  May  11,  307. 

House  of  Lords,  Speeches  made  in.  Refer- 
ences to  May  10,  236 ;  May  19,  1044. 

Irrelevant  Observations  May  19,  1034. 

Legislation — Past  Legislation,   discussing 
May  19,  1037,  1038,  1041. 

Redistribution  Bill,  discussing  on  Motion 
for  Adjournment  May  19,  1042. 

Spicer,  Mr,  a.  [Monmouth  Boroughs] 

Estate  Duties,  Aggregation — Finance  Bill 
May  12,  516. 

London  Grovemment  Bill,  Com.  May  8,  89. 

Spilsbury,  Major,  Prosecution  of 

Q.  Mr.  Heddem'ick ;  ^.  Sir  R.Weljster 
May  16,  736. 

Spirit  Duties 

Additional  Duty — Finance  Bill  May  15, 
687. 

Surtax,  Resolution  [Sir  M.  Hicks-Beach] 
May  12,  535  ;  Reported  May  15,  685. 

Stamp  Duties 

Budget  Proposal,  Besolution  [Sir  M.  Hicks- 
Beach]  May  12,  538  ;  Reported  May  15, 
686. 

Finance  Bill,  Mr.  L.  Walton's  Proposal 
May  12,  518. 

Loans,  New  Duties  on 

g.  Sir  C.  Cameron  ;  A.  Sir  M.  Hicks- 
Beach  May  15,  605. 

Stanhope,  Earl 

Metropolitan  Water  Companies  Bill,  Com. 
May  16,  716. 

Stanley  of  Alderley,  Lord 

Sierra  Leone  Disturbances  May  16,  717. 

Steadman,    Mr.    W.    C.    [Tower    Hamlets, 
Stepney] 

Forei^  Vessels  in  British  Waters — 
Accident  to  Thames  Lighterman  May  12, 
552. 

London  Government  Bill,  Com.  May  8, 
72,  94 ;  May  9,  175  ;  May  15,  648 ;  May 
18,  982,  989. 

Postmen — Leave  of  Aliseuce,  Difficulty  in 
obtaining  May  18,  924. 

Sub- Postmasters,  Rui-al  Postmen  assisting 
May  18,  925. 

Vaccination— Mile  End  Case  May  12,  475. 

Steam  Engines  and  Boilers  [Persons  in 
Charge]  BiU 
Petition  May  18,  907. 

HTELLA,  Wreck  Enquiry,  S.  May  12,  553. 
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Stephens,  Mr.  H.  C.  [Middlesex,  Homsey] 

London  Government  Bill,  Com.  May  16, 
763,  764,  766.  772,  776. 

Parochial  Charities,  Effect  of  Bill  on 
May  12,  490. 


Stevenson,  Mr.  F.  S.  [Suffolk  Eye] 
Armenians 

Bishops,  Detrition  of,  in  Jerosalem, 
May  15,  592. 

Constantinople  Massacres  of  1896^ 
Compensation  for  British  Losses 
May  9,  154. 

Distress  in  Van^Relief  Work  May  18,, 
921. 

Land  Tax  Commissioners  Names  Bill,  IR. 
May  18,  965 

Stewart,  Sir  M.  [Kirkcudbright] 

China — Customs  Tariff  Revision  May  15, 
592. 

Stockton  and  Middlesbrough  Water  Bill 

/.  3R.*  May  9,  131. 
c.  IR.*  May  12,  4i70. 

Store  Street  Letter  Box,  Time  of  Collec- 
tions 

Q.  Mr.  H.  T.  Wilson ;  ^.  Mr.  Anstruther 
May  11,  340. 

Strachey,  Mr.  E.  [Somerset,  S.] 

Chewstoke    Charity,    Apportionment    of 
May  16,  739. 

Strangeways  Prison,  Manchester— Death 
of  J.  Wilson 

Q.    Mr.  Ascroft;    A.  Sir  M.  W.  Ridley 
May  11,  352. 

Stretford  Gas  Bill 

I.  Com.*  May  8,  4. 

Bep.*  May  15,  562. 

3R.*  May  18,S92. 
c.  IR.*  May  18,  944. 

Stretford  Urban  District  Council  [Tram- 
ways] Bill 

I.  Rep.*  May  18,  891. 

Strikes— Conciliation,  S.  May  12,  654. 

Stuart,  Mr.  J.  [Shoreditch,  Hoxton] 

East  London  Water  Bill,  Con.  May  12,  452. 

London  Government  Bill,  Com.  May  8,  64, 
66,  66,  67.  75,  88,  101,  107,  113,  115,  117, 
118,  123 ;  May  9,  159,  162,  163,  167,  168, 
169,  171,  174,  179,  182,  190,  193,  199,  201, 
210,  212,  213,  217  ;  May  15,  608,611, 617, 
619,  621,  626,  628,  631,  633,  639,  640,  645, 
646,  651,  667,  668,  673, 676, 678, 682 ;  Matf 
16,  756,  758,  760,  764,  765,  768,  768,  779, 
781,  786,  802,  803,  810,  811,  820,  822,  829; 
May  18,  968,  970,  973,  978,  987,  992, 
1008. 

Suez  Canal — Returns  of  Shipping,  etc.,  pre- 
sented May  8,  5,  30. 
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Sugar 

Foreijrn,  Iinixwition  of  Countervailing 
Duties— Petition  Mat/  19,  1018. 

India,  Import  Statistics 

Q.  Capt.  Sinclair;  A .  Lord  G.  Hamilton 
}fat/  18,  916. 

Indian  Tariff  Act,  1899 

Austria  -  Hungry  —  Correspondence 
with  British  Government 
Q.  Mr.  Marks;  A.  Mr.  Brodrick 
May  11,  329. 
Day  for  Discussion 

Qs.  Mr.  Maclean,  Sir  H.  Camp- 
bell-Bannenuan  ;  As.  Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour  May  9,  157. 

Despatch  of  5th  May,  1898— Signatures 
Q.  Sir  H.  H.  Fowler;  A.  Lord  (J. 
Hamilton  May  16,  734. 
Papers  relating  to 

Q.  Mr.  Maclean ;  A .  Lonl  G. 
Hamilton  May  8^  43. 

Sunday  Newspapers  — Government  Adver- 
tisements 
Q.  Mr.  Pirie  ;  A.  Mr.  Hanbury  May  18, 
926. 

Sunday  Sale  of  Intoxiuatincj  Liquors,  See 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors   on  Sunday 

Sunderlaad  Corporation  Bill 

/.  Rep.  from  Select  Conn.  May  16,  689. 

Superannuation 

Local  Authorities  Servants'  Superannua- 
tion Bill,  See  that  Title. 

Poor  Law  Oiiicers'  Superannuation  [Scot- 
land] Bill,  See  that  Title. 

Workhouse  Officials,  Ireland 

Q.  Mr.   P.   O'Brien;   A,  Mr.  G.    W. 
Balfour  May  12,  489. 

Supply— Civil  Service  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments Estimates 

Foreign  and  other  Secret  Services — £13,000, 
Cam,*  May  19,  1057. 

Inland  Revenue— £1,316,232,  Cww.*  May 
19,  1055. 

Lunacy  ConimLssion— £9,446,  Com.*  May 
19,  1056. 

Mint,  including  Coinage— £67,  Com.*  May 
19.  1056. 

National  Debt  Office— £9,274,  Com.*  May 
10,  1056. 

Public  Record  Office— £14,300,  Com.*  May 
19,  1056. 

Public  Works  and  BuildingsOffice  -£36,393, 
Cojti.*  May  19,  1056. 

Public  Works  Loan  Commission— £13, 
Com.*  May  19,  1356. 

Kegwtrar-General's Office— £26,884,  Com.* 
Slay  19,  1056. 

Tnule  and  Sulwnlinatc  Departments, 
Office  of  Committee  of  Privy  Council— 
£133,098,  Rep.  May  12,  544. 
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Supreme  Court  [Appeals]  Bill 

c.  Cotn,*  May  8,  127  ;  May  11,  426  ;  May 

3r.*  May  15,  688. 

Lai^  Amendts.  May  16,  835. 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  Act 
[Ireland],  Order  in  Council  presented 
May  18,  909. 

Surrey  Commercial  Docks  Bill 

r.  Rep.*  May  1£,  468. 
3r.*  May  16,  722. 

Sutherland,    J.,   Case    of— Gun    Licence 
Prosecution 

g.    Mr.  Hedderwick  ;  A.   Sir  M.    Hicks- 
Beach,  May  16,  740. 

Sutton  Barrack  Schooi^,  Children  l^egging 
on  Derby  Day 

Q.  Sir  S.  Montagu  ;  A.  Mr.  Chaplin  Mai/ 
16,  739.  ^  *^ 

Taff  Vale  Bailway  Bill 

/.  2r.*  May  16,  689. 

Talbot,  Rt.  Hon.  J.  G.  [Oxford  University] 

Fruit  Preserving  Industry,  May  8, 39 ;  May 
18, 928.  ^ 

Pen  Trade,  Application  for  "  Particulars  " 
May  18,  928. 

Talienwan 

Customs  Service 

Q.   Mr.  Yerbuigh  ;  A.   Mr.  Brodrick 
2\fay  18,  921. 

Police  Administration 

Q.  Mr.  Moon  ;  A.  Mr.  Brodrick  May 
18,  921. 

TAURANGA,  H. M.S. -Visit  to  Tonga,  etc. 

Q,  Mr.  Hogan;  A,  Mr.  Brodrick  May  16, 
730. 

Tea,  Duty  on— Finance  Bill  May  11,  366. 

Teachers 

National  School  Teachers  Ireland,  See  that 
Title. 

Scotch  Teachers 

Marriage      Gratuities     for     Female 
Teachers 
Q.    Mr.    Weir;  A.    Mr.    A.    G. 
Murray  May  12,  481. 

Training  Colleges 

08.   Mr.    Colville  May  19,  1051 ; 
Mr.  Caldwell,  1054. 

Report 

Q,  Mr.  Weir;  A,  Mr.  Macartney 
May  19,  1021. 

Technical  Education 

Agricultural    and    Technical    Instruction 
[Ireland]  Bill,  Sec  that  Title. 

Ireland — Science    and     Art    De[>artment 
(trantfl 
Q.   Capt.    Dondan.    A.    Mr.    (i.    W. 
Balfour  May  VJ,  1032. 
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Technical  Education— cow^. 

Scholarahips,  Science  and  Art  Department 
— Private  Schools  holding 
Q.  Sir  J.   Rankin;   A.  Sir  J.  Gorat 
May  11,  336. 

Scotland 

Establishment  of  Technical  Schools — 
School  Board  Resolutions 
Q.    Mr.    Weir;    A.    Mr.    A.   G. 
Murray  May  8,  32. 

Grant,  See  Secondary  Education. 
See  also  Secondary  Education. 

Teinds  [Scotland]  Bill 

Petition  May  19,  1019. 

Telegraphs 

Cork  Telegraph  Staff,  Increjise  in 

Q.    Mr.  J.    F.    X.    O'Brien ;  A.    Mr. 
Anstruther  May  11,  340. 

Inaccura-cies — Liability     of    Postmaster- 
General 
Q.  Mr.    MacNeill ;   A.  Mr.  Hanbury 
May  19,  1028. 

Oldham — Delay  in  transmission 

Q.   Mr.    Ascroft ;    A.    Mr.    Hanbury 
May  15,  602. 

Samshiri  Telegraph  Station 

Q.   Mr.   Ascroft ;    A.   Mr.    Brodrick 
May  11,  344. 

Telegraplis  [Telephonic   Conmmnication, 
etc.]  Bill 

Extension  to  Non-county  Boroughs,  etc. 
Q.    Mr.   Rickett ;    A,   Mr.    Hanbury 
May  15,  603. 

Petitions  May  10,  226  ;  May  19,  1019. 

Telephone  Service 

Development — Treasury   Minute    ordered 
[Mr.  Hanbury]  May  11,  322. 

Innishowen    Head  —  Violation   of    Coast- 
guard Rules 
Q,  Mr.  T.  B.  Curran  ;  A,  Mr.  Anstru- 
ther May  11,  326. 

Post  Office  Telephone  Exchanges — Return 
Q.  Sir  J.  Fergusson;  A,  Mr.  Anstru- 
ther May  11,  339. 

Return  presented  May  16,  835. 

Telegraphs    [Telephonic   Communic:ili()n, 
etc.],  Bill,  Sec  that  Title. 


Wayleaves,  Delay  in  granting 
Q.  Sii-  F.  Flannery ;  A,  Mr. 
May  16,  738. 


Hanbury 


Temperance  Reform,  Scotland,  See  Liquor 
Traffic  and  Liquor  Licensing  Laws. 

Temperance  Beform  [Threefold  Option] 
[Scotland]  Bill 

Petitions  May  8,  29  ;  May  9, 139  ;  May  10, 
226  ;  May  11,  320  ;  May  12, 471 ;  Mrry  16, 
727  ;  Mau  IS,  908. 

Tkmporary  Laws— Register  presented  Mat/  .9, 
140. 
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Tennant,  Mr.  H.  J.  [Berwickshire] 

North  Sea  Fisheries  Conference  May  lU 
334. 

Tenterden  Bailway  Bill 

/.  Rep^  May  15,  562. 
3r.*  May  18,  892. 

Terrible,  H.M.S. — Boiler  Repairs,  Cost,  etc. 
Q,    Sir    E.    Gourley;    A,    Mr.    Goschen 
May  12,  478. 

Teynham,  Lord 

Ritualistic  Services  at  Brighton,  Soldiers' 
Compulsory  Attendance  may  8,  10. 

Thames  Iron  Works — Admiralty  Contract** 
Q.    Ml*.    S.    Buxton;    A.    Mr.    Goschen 
May  11,  327. 

Thomas,  Mr.  D.  A.  [Merthyr  Tydvil] 

Glamorganshire,  Military  in —  Cost  of 
Supplies — Reg.  v.  County  Council  May 8, 
30. 

Madagascar,  Biitwh  Trade  with — French 
Import  Duties  May  15,  591. 

Thorburn,  Mr.  W.  [Peehles  and  Selkirk] 

London  Government  Bill,  Com,  May  10, 
821. 

Thornton,  Mr.  P.  M.  [Clapham] 

London  Government  Bill,  Com.  May  16, 
780 ;  May  18,  1001. 

Thring,  Lord 

Infectious  Diseases  [Notification]  Act 
[1889]  Extension  Bill,  2r.  May  9,  134. 

Tientsin  Treaty — Customs  Tariff  ReviBion 
Q.  Sir  M.  Stewart ;  A.  Mr.  Brodrick  May 
15,  592. 

Tithe  Rent-charge  —  Finance  Bill,  Vis- 
count Cranhorne's  New  Clause  May  U^ 
533. 

Tithe  Bent-charge  [Ireland]  Bill 

c.  IR.  May  12,  493. 

Tithe  Rent-charge  [Ireland]  Bill 
Church  Fund,  Effect  of  Bill  on 

q.  Mr.  Dillon  ;  -4.  Mr.  G.  W.  Balfour 
May  15,  607. 

Land  Commission,  Communications  with 
Q.  Mr.  Dillon  %  A.^ix.  G.  W.  Balfour 
May  18,  936. 

Tonga,  Relations  with— Visit  of  H.M.S. 
Tauranga 
Q.  Mr.  Hogan ;  A.  Mr.  Brodrick  May  16, 
730. 

Totland  Water  Bill 

/.  3r.*  May  .9,  131. 
r.  IR.  *  May  12,  470. 
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IVUJiM ALINE  Case— Prosecution  of  Major 
Spilf^lmry 
Q.  Mr.   Hedderwick  ;  A.  Sir  K.  Webster 
Mat/  I(J,  736. 

Town  Councils  [Scotland]  Bill 

Petitions  Mm/  JO,  226 ;  Mai/  11,  320  ;  May 
i7,  889;  Mai/  lU,  1019. 

Tradk  and  Commbrck 

Aiiiorica,  South,  Hritish  Tracio  Frospectft 
Hejiort  preseHt€<l  May  V^  227 ;  May  U^ 
484. 

Foreijni  C-oiintries  and  British  Possessions, 
Trade  witli— Annual  Statement  pre- 
8ente<l  May  11,  321  ;  May  Li,  434. 

Free  Tnwle  -Petition  May  IS,  908. 

Mada^aMcar,  British  Trade  with — French 
Import  Duties 
Q.  Mr.  D.  A.  Thomas ;  A.  Mr.  Brod- 
rick  May  15,  591. 

United  States  Tarift' 

Q,   Mr.   (yO»;hill ;    A.    Mr.    Brotlrick, 
May  8,  3^. 

Trade,  Board  of 

Prandent,  Rt.  Hon.  CJ.  T.  Ritchie. 
Parliamentary     Secretary  —  Earl      of 
Dudley. 

Clerks,  <iranting  Civil  Service  Certificates 
Q.  Mr.  E.  Gray;  A,  Mr.  Ritchie  May 
lU  331. 

Lalx>ur,  Merchant  Shipping,  etc.,  See  thoHO 
Titles. 

Labour  Department — Salary  of  Clerks 
Q,  (/ol.  Dalbiac ;  A,  Mr.  Ritchie  May 
IS,  923. 

Vote  for  May  IJ,  544. 

Trade  Marks,  Patents  and  Designs  - 
ReiK>rt  presented  May  10,  Til,  889  ; 
May  IS,  910. 

Trade  Reports  presented 

Annual  Series  May  S,  5,  30  ;  May  10, 227  ; 
May  11,  322  ;  May  /<.>•,  433 ;  May  1(J,  691, 
728  ;  May  lU,  1U20. 

Miacelianeous Series  May  10,227  ;  May  12^ 
[For  names  of  Countries,  see  their  Titles.] 

Training  Colleges  for  Scotch  Teachers 

08.  Mr.  Colville,  Mai/  19,  1051  ;  Mr. 
Caldwell,  1(*54. 

Report 

y.  Mr.  Weir;  A.  Mr.  A.  H.  Murray 
May  10,  1031. 

Train  Wreckers,  Number  of  Convictions 
Q.  Mr.  Ascroft;  A,  SirM.  W.  Ridley  J/ay 

//,  :wi. 

Tramways,   Bills  Relatin(}  to.  See  their 
'I'itles. 
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Arrests  of  British  Subjects 

y.  Mr.  Griffith ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Chamber- 
lain May  16,  836 ;  Q.  Mr.  Scott ; 
^.  Mr.  J.  Cliamberlain May  19, 1024. 

Bloeiufontein  Conference,  Date  and  Pur- 
pose of  Meeting 
Q.  Mr.    Buxton ;  A,  Mr.   J.   Cham- 
berlain May  18,  919. 

British  Indian  Traders,  Disabilities,  etc. 
Address  for  Return  [Sir  W.  Wedder- 
burn]  May  11,  322. 

Discussion  at  Conference 

Q,  SirM.  Bhowna&^in'ee ;  A.  Mr. 
J.  Chanilierlain  May  19,  1025. 

British  Interference— Conventions  of  1881 
and  1884,  etc. 
O,  Mr.  J.  B.  Roberts  May  19,  1051. 

Crisis,  Rumoured 

Q.  Capt.  Bethell;  A.  Mr.  J.  Cham- 
berlain May  S,  55. 

Diplomatic  Intercourse  with,  Method,  etc. 
Q,  Mr.  J.  B.  Roberts;  A.  Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour  May  8,  52. 

Dynamite  Monopoly 

Correspondence  presented  May  18, 909. 

London  Conventi<n,  Infringement  of 
Q.  Mr.  J.  B.  Roberts ;  ^.  Mr.  J. 
Chamberlain  May  8,50;  Q,  Dr. 
Clark ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Chamberlain 
May  IS,  477;  Q.  Mr.  J.  B. 
Roberts;  A.  Mr.  J.  Cliamber- 
lain May  18,  918. 

Papers  relating  to 

0,   Mr.  J.  Chamberlain  May  19, 
1033. 

Naturalisation  of  British  Subjects— Aban- 
doning Allegiance  to  England 
Q.    Mr.  J.   B.   Roberts;   A.    Mr.   J. 
Chamberlain  May  18,  917. 

Petition  to  the  Queen— Sir  A.   Mllner's 
Action 
0.  Mr.  Griffith  May  16,  736 ;  Q.  Mr. 
Griffith;    A.   Mr!   J.   Chamberlain 
May  19,  1024. 

Transyaal  Mortgage  Loan  and  Finance 
Company  Bill 

/.  Rep.  from  Select  Com.  May  8,  3. 

Travers'  Foundation  —  Income  and  Ex- 
penditure, Statement  presented  May  11, 
322  ;  May  U,  434. 

Trawlers'  Certificates  Suspension  Bill 

Nomination  of  Select  Committee  May  U, 
446. 

Trawling 

Danish  WaterH,  Arrest  of  British  Trawler 
in 
Q,   Mr.   Doughty;  A.  Mr.    Brodrick 
May  8,  47. 

French  Trawlers  in  Rye  and  Hythe  Bays 
Q.  Sir  E.  Sassoon  ;  A.  Mr.  Macartney 
May  9,  153. 

Howth    FLsheriiien'M  Complaints    against 
Trawlers 
q.  Mr.  Clancy  ;  A.  Mr.  G.  W.  Balfour 
May  9,  144. 
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Trawling— €07?  <. 

Illegal    Trawlimj    in    Scottish    Waters— 
H.M.S.  Jackal  in  Stomoway  Har- 
bour 
0.  Mr.  Weir  May  19,  1050. 

Lights — Regalations,  S.  May  IS,  545. 

Treasury 

Preinier — Marqaess  of  Salisbury. 

First  Lord — lit.  Hon.  A.  J.  Balfour. 

Serretary—Ut.  Hon.  Sir  W.  H.  Wabx>nd. 

Financial   Secretary — Rt.    Hon.    R.    W. 
Hanbury. 

Treaty  Series  presented  May  S,  5. 

Trkvklyan,  Mr.  C.  P.  [York,  W.R.,  Elland] 

London  Government  Bill,  Com.  May  8,  71, 
74,  IIL 

Tropical    Medicine,    School    of— Arrow 
Poisons  and  their  Antidotes,  Study  of 
Q.  Mr.  Hedderwick  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Chamlier-  ' 
lain  May  16,  735. 

Trout  Fishing  Annual  Close  Time  [Scot- 
land] Bill 

♦.  \R*  May  12,A^. 

Tuberculosis  —  Inspection   of    Slaughtered 
Cattle  at  Deptford,  etc. 
Q.  Mr.  Clianning ;  A.  Mr.  Chaplin  May 
19,  102V.. 

Tugwell,  Bishop— Prosecution  for  Lilxil 

Q.  Sir  W.  Lawson  ;  A.  Mr.  .J.  Chaml)erlain 
May  II,  .345. 

Turkey 

Armenians,  Sec  that  Title. 

Ke<l  Sea  iiighthouses — Shipping  Dues,  etc. 
O.  Si- J.  Ferguf 
J/r?//  11,  342. 

Salonika* ,   Establishment  of  British   Post 
Ottice 
Q.  Ijo:d  Newton  ;  A.  Duke  of  Norfolk 
May  .9,  134. 

Trade  Report  presented  May  W,  691. 

TUSCAN   PRINCE— Cfirrmfie   of    Piljrrims, 
S.  May  12,  547,  556. 

Tweedmouth,  Lord 

Allotments    [London]    Bill,   2r.    May   12, 
438,  439. 

Metroiwlitan  Water  Companies  Bill,  Com. 
May  16,  702,  703.  706,  707,  709,  714. 

Pjuufio  Cable  Sclienie,  Conditions  of  British 
Subsidy  May  15,  bll. 

Twerton      Level     Crossing,     Footbridge 
proposed 

Q.  Mr.  Barlow;  A.  Mr.  Ritchie  May  9, 14S. 

I'IST,  Island  of— Prosecution  of  Dr.  Laniont. 
Sec  Laniont. 

Uitlanders*  Grievances,  Sec  Transvaal. 
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Fergusson  ;  A.  Mr,  Bro<lrick 


I'lster,  Land  Commission— Valuation  Certi- 
ticates  for  Suli-Commissioners 
Q.  Mr.  M*Cartan;  A.  Mr.  (i.  W.  Balfour 
May  IS,  934. 

Undersized  Fish— Legislation 

Q.     Mr.     Doughty;    A.     Mr.     Hanbury 
May  19,  1030. 

United  States 

High     Licence     System  —  A<ioption     in 
England 
Q.    Mr.    E.    Ro])ert8on ;    A,    Sir    M. 
Hicks-Beach  May  9,  152. 

lloilo    Bom])ardment  —  Compensation    to 
BritLsh  Traders 
Q.  Capt.  Sinclair ;   A.  Mr.    Brodrick 
May  hi,  480. 

Mail  Service — Relative  Speed  of  Boats 
Q.  Mr.  Kimber ;  A.  Mr.  Austruther 
May  11,  341. 

Spain  —  British    Consul    in    charge    of 
American  Interests 
Q.   Mr.    Malcolm ;  A.  Mr.    Brodrick 
May  19,  1023. 

Tariff 

Q.    Mr.   Coghill;    A.    Mr.     Brodrick 
May  8,  35. 

Tnwle  Report  presente<l,  May  12,  433. 

Upperton,  Ex-Constable,  Cask  of 

Q.  Mr.  H.  Johnstone;  A.  Sir  M.  W. 
Ridley  May  15,  598. 

Uruguay — British  Trade   prospects  Report 
pre«iented  May  10,  221 ;  may  1  *,  434. 

Uxbridge  and  Bickmansworth  Railway 
Bill 

c.  Rep.*  May  12,  467. 

Con.*  May  17,  887. 

3r.*  May  is,  904. 
/.  IR.*  May  IS,  894. 

Uxbridge  and  Bickmansworth  Railway 
Bill 

Board  of  Trade  Report  presented  Matf  11, 
321. 

Vaccination 

Acts— Petitions  for  Repeal  May  ^,  5,  29  : 
May  9,  139  ;  May  10,  220 ;  Alay  12,41\ : 
May  15,  586 ;  May  16,  692. 

Eruption  follo\i'ing  Vaccination — Mile  End 
Ca.se 
Q.    Mr.    Steadman ;   A.  Mr.   Chaplin 
May  12,  475. 

Exemption  Certificates — Date  of  Delivery 
to  Officer 
Q.  Mr.  Broadhurst ;  A .  Mr.  Chaplin 
May  11,  338. 

False  Certificates  —  Prosecution  of  Dr. 
Lamont 
Q.  Sir  C.  Cameron;  A.  Mr.  Hanlmry 
May  15,  598  ;  Qs.  Sir  C.  Cameron  : 
An,  Mr.  A.  G.  Murray  Alat/  S,  3.5; 
May  15,  599  ;  May  18,  930.  ' 

C^ueen  Cliarlotte's  Hospital,  Iiif  »utV\.ccina- 
tion 
Q.  Mr.Channing  ;  A.  Mr.T.W.Hu»sell 
May  8,  53. 
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Vale  of  Glamorgan  Railway  Bill 

/.  Br  p.*  Ma  If  U430. 
3r.*  May  /.7,  662. 

Van,  Distress  in— Relief  Work,  etc. 

Q,  Mr.  Stevenson ;  A .  Mr.  Broclrick  May 
18,  921. 

Vincent,  Sir  H.  [Sheffield,  Central] 

DangerouH  Trailes  Committee,    Evidence 
iMay  Uy  472. 

Volunteers 

Brigade  System,  Reorganisation  May 

16,  730. 
Musketry  Practice  Regulations  May 

U,  480. 

Wine  Duties 

Colonial  Wines,  Concession  May  16, 

741. 
Finance  Bill  May  11,  369,  386. 

Vivisection  Certificates— Compulsory  use 
of  Ana?sthetics 
Q.  Mr.  Paulton ;  ^.   Sir  M.  W.  Ridley 
May  9,  151. 

VoELCKER,  Dk, — Appointment  a«  Agricultural 
Examiner,  Ireland 
Q.    Mr.    Daly;    A.   Mr.    (J.    W.   Balfour 
May  U\  488. 

Volunteers 

Annual  Return  presented  May  8,  5,  29. 

Brigade  System,  Reorganisation,  etc. 

Q.  Sir  H.  Vincent;  A,  Mr.  Wynd- 
ham  May  16,  730  ;  Q.  Mr.  Cubitt : 
A.  Mr.  Wyndham  May  18,911. 

Musketry  Practice  Regulations 

Q.  Sir  H.  Vincent;  A.  Mr.  Wynd- 
ham May  12,  480. 

Railway  Conveyance 

Q.  Mr.  Malcolm  \  A.  Mr.  Wyndham 
May  18,  912. 

Recruiting  from 

Os,  Earl  of  Wemyss,  Marauess  of 
Lansdowne,  Duke  of  Northumber- 
land May  15,  565. 

Wakefield  Corporation  Bill 

/.  Rep.  from  Select  Com.  May  S,  3. 

3R.*  May  16,  690. 
r.lR.*  May  18,  943. 

Wallace,  Mr.  R.  [Perth] 

London    (tovemment    Bill,  (-om.   May  S, 
65 ;  May  18,  998,  KKH),  1002. 

Wallasey  Tramways  and  Improvements 
Bill 

r.  Con.*  MaifU,  136. 
3r.*  May  /.^  451. 
/.  Commons  Amendta.  May  15,56X 


Waltham    (Government    Factory,    Over- 
time in 
Q.  Mr.  E.  Cecil;   A.  Mr.  J.  P.  Williams 
May  /.V,  911. 

Walton,  Mr.  J.  [York,  W.R.,  Bamsley] 

China 

Pekin-Hankau  liaUway — Entrance  to 
Yang-tsze  Valley  May  18,  919. 

Pek in-M  canchurian  Rai  I  way — Russian 
Demand  May  15,  593. 

Yang-tsze  Valley — Boundary  Delimi- 
tation May  18,  920. 

Workmen's  Compensation   Act— Doctors' 
Examinations  May  18,  927. 

Walton,  Mr.  L.  [Leeds,  S.] 

London   Govemment  Bill,  Com.  May  18, 
1003. 

Ward  and  M*Cabe  v.  Guardians  of  Glen- 
ties  Union,  Fever  Outbreak— Bui-ning 
Infected  Houses 
Q.  Mr.  MacNeill;  A.  Mr.  (J.  W.  Balfour 
May  11,  347. 

War 

Secretary  of  State — Man^uess  of  Lans- 
downe. 
Under  Secretary — Mr.  Wyndham. 
Financial Sevretary — Mr.  J.  P.Williams. 

War  Office 

New  Buildings,  Model  for  Members'  In- 
spection 
Q.  Marquess  of  Lothian ;  A .  Earl  of 
Pembroke  and  Montgomery  May  12, 
446. 

Warr,  Mr.  a.  F:  [Liverpool,  Toxteth,  E.] 

Marine  Insurance— Date  of  Introduction 
of  Bill  May  //,  333. 

Washhouses,  See  Baths  and  Washhouses  Acts 
Amendment  Bill. 

Waste  Land  Ordinancf-s  in  Ceylon,  See 
Ceylon. 

Water  Orders  Conflrmation  Bill 

/.  2r.*  May  18,  895. 

I 

j  Water  Supply 

Bills  relating  to.  See  their  Titles. 

'  Inver,  Unsatisfactory  State  of 

Q.  Mr.  Weir;  A.  iMr.  A.  (4.  Murray 
May8,4\. 

'  Railway  Stations,  S.  May  IJ,  545. 


Water-tic  J  HT  Doors  for  Ships 

Q.     Col.    Loc*kwoo<l  ;    A.     Mr. 
May  11,  325. 


GoMchen 


Walrond,  Right  Hon.  Sir  W.  H.— Secretary  '  Webster,  Mr.  R.  (J.  [St.  Pancras,  E.] 

to  the  Treasiny  [Devon,  Tiverton]  London  Govemment  Bill,   Cmn.   May  8, 


Seats  for  Shop  Assistants  [England  and 
Ireland]  Bill,  2R.  May  9,  224. 


53 


68,   82,   104;     May    9,    182,    204,    212; 
May  15,  615,  647,  665, 


